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VINDICATION 


King CHARLES I. &c. 


H1S of late is become a Controyerſie and 
hath exerciſed ſeveral Pens: and the Pro- 
vince I have nndertaken, is to digeſt the 
whole into as plain and familiar a Mechod 2s 
I am able,: to repreſent the Exceptions fair- 
ly, and to anſwer them, to add to, illuſtrate 
ard confirm what I conceive needs it, ro ſam up the 
Evidence on both fides, and tv compare' them, and t6 
make ſuch Remarks as plainly ariſe the ReſpeRtive 
Evidence ; and by thar time I have done this, it will, I pre- 
ſume, be very eafie for the Reader to derermine the Contro- 
verfie, and to aſſign the true Author of chis Book, and repu- 
dia:e the falſe one, aid 1I'retender. 

In order to this, I ſhall in the firſt place confider a Memoran- 
dun, aid to be written by my Lord of Angleſey, ih a vacant 
Page of one of theſe Printed Books, which is it theſe words, 


MEMORANDUM. 


King Charles the Setond, and the Dube of York di bith ( in 
the laft Seſfimm of Parlament 1675, when I ſhewed theth in 
the Lords Houſe, the written Copy of this Bok, wherein are 
ferme Correfions , written with the late King Chartes the 
Firſts own Hand ) «five me, that this was time of the ſaid 
King's compiling, but made by D»#or Gauden, BiſBop of Exe- 
ter, which 1 here inſert for the undecesvitig hers 1s this 
Point, by atteſting fo mach ander my Hand : —__ 
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To this it hath already been anſwered, That both the ſaid 
Kings have atrceſted the contrary by their Letters Patents to 
Mr. Royflon , granting him the ſole Privilege to Irint all the 
Works of King Charles the Firſt, Thoſe of King Charles che 
Second bear Date, Nov. 29. 1660, and expreſly mention the Fi. 
delity of Mr. Royfton to King Charles the Firſt, and to himſelf, 
and in theſe remarkable Words; In Printing and Publiſhing 
many Meſſages and Papers of our ſaid Blefſed Father, eſpeci- 
ally thoſe moſt excellent Diſcourſes and  Soliloquies, by the 
Name of «uv 6am. Thoſe of King Fames beap date 
Febr. 22. 1685, and expreſly refer to the firſt Edition of the 
King's Works, 1652, in which his Majeſty declares, That e/# 
the Works of his Royal Father were ColleFted and Publiſhed. 
Now a Man would imagine, that there could not be any poſ- 
ſible Diſpute, which was to be preferr'd, a Pablick and Autho- 
ritative Arreſtation of the Kings themſelves, or a private Me- 
mor : by a third perſon. For the immediate Queſtion here is 
not Who was the Author of this Book * But who was ſo in the 
Opinion and Fadgment of thoſe two Kings? And I would 
fain know, Whether the Teſtimony of my Lord of Angleſey is a 
better proof of their Sence and Judgment,than their ownTeſti- 
mony 3 or a private, obſcure, unatreſted, poſthumous Hand- 
writing, a more valid Evidence, than the Broad Seals > -. And 
this, one would think abundantly ſufficient to determine this 
part of the Controverhie, that is, that a Man's Word is to be 
taken for his own Senſe and Opinion before that of his Neigh- 
bours, and that high and authoritative Evidence is always to 
carry the Cauſe in oppoſition to that which is no Evidence art 
all. 

However (as clear as this is ) Dr. Walker hath ſomething to 
ſay to it, tho, I think ftranger Anſwers were never piven in 
ſuch a Caſe. And in the firſt place he tells us, Pag. 28. That 
good Manners rather than want of good Reaſons reflrain him 
from fuller anſwering : meaning, I preſume, that theſe Kings 
did not ſpeak truth, tho* he wou!d nor ſay ſo ; and accordingly 
he fays afterwards, it was but conniving at a vulgir Error, 
ewhich it was nit their Intereſt too nicely to diſcover. Now this 
Anſwer plainly gives npthe Caule it prerends to maintain 
for if it was not their Intereſt to diſcover it, how came they 
both ſo frankly to rell it ro my Lord of Angleſey ? and as the 
Memorandum ſpeaks, they both did aſſure him, that it was none of 
the ſaid King's Compiling ; and thar, I think, isa little more 
than @ nice Diſcovery, even a very plain and peremptory aflu- 
rance, So that if this bt an Anſwer to the Letters Pa- 
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rents, *ris equally ſo to the Memorandum. And the ſame In- 
tereft, I ſuppoſe, which kept ir a Secret from the whole 
Kingdom, would have kept it a Secret from my Lord of 4n- 
gleſey ro, eſpecially confidering that 1t was not only far more 
eafie, bur alſo far more honourable, ro have concealed a matter 
of Fatt within their Knowledge, than to have wrongfully at- 
reſted ir, and contrary to their Knowledge, under the Great 
Seal of England. 

But notwithſtanding that, Dr. Walker in fureher porſuit of 
this ſcandalons Anſwer tells us, that this is Odioſum Argumen- 
tum YMefogred not for real proof, bus to involve the Anſwerer 
in ſme Ocrium or Danger, and which Reſpmdents may dif- 
miſs rnreplyed tv, not becauſe they cannot, but becauſe they 
dare not anſwer it. Why, what was the matter? what Dan> 
ger was there in refl-cting on choſe two Kings, had rhe 
DoRor ſpoke our, and in expreſs Terms declared his Mind # 
Was he afraid to be called ro account, and punifhed for it ? 
A Man that reads this would imagine, that the Dc&or 
was a perfett Stranger in his own Country, and that he wrore 
his Book in ſome remote Corner cf the World. But when he 
daily heard the vileſt things ſpoke of thoſe ewo Kings(eſpecial- 
ly one of them ) that ever were ſaid, nor only of Kings, but of 
the worlt of Men; when a great part of this paſs'd into the 
World not by ſtcalch or connivance, but under the Authorir 
of a Licenje, and in trurch ſeemed meritorious; in ſuch a caſe 
to talk of Odium, and Danger, and Fear, 1s to ſcorn his 
Readers, and to ſuppoſe they had all loit rheir Senſes. And 
therefore in plain cerms the Doctor did not know how fairly to 
anſwer this, and created imaginary and inviſible Odiums and 
Dangers, to get rid of an Argument he could not tell what 
ro do with. 

However, in the next place, the Door anſwers, Thar Kings 
uſe not ſo critically to inſpeF all the minute Particulars of 
their general Royal Grants, Meaning, no doubt, that the 
Stay BGamurn was ſuch a minute Particular, as needed grear 
Criticalneſi to find it out among the reſt, whereas all the 
World knows what a mighty Figure that Book bears among 
the renowned Works of that Glorious Martyr: And the Truth 
is, this Anſwer plainly infinuates, that thoſe ewo Kings knew 
nothing at all of this Book's being inferred ameng the reſt of 
their Father's Works; and accordingly he tells us, that an Vn- 
der-Secretary or Clerk, who drew the Patents, put in what 
Mr. Royſton reckoned ap, and deſired; and never boggled at 
inſerting it among King Charles's Works. Now this is ſuch an 
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Anſwer, that to reply eo it, would be as ſhameleſs as to urge ir, 
and would equally reproach the Reader ; for if the Dottor 
himſelf eicher did or could ſuppoſe, or if any other Man cath 
ſuppoſe, that theſe rwo Kings did nox believe that this Book 
was inſerted among the reft, nay, that they could poflibly be« 
lieve, but that it was defign'd as a main and —_ 
which for ſo many years bore their Father's Name, was 
more known and taken notice of than any of the reſt, ir is high 
time to leave d{puting,or to convinceMen by rational Motives 
of Credibility: = let this hereafter ICI 
way to gain belief, is co propound I i 
in the World. For if any man who knows the ſtare of this 
Marrer, the current Senſe of this Kingdom, and the general 
Eſtimation concerning the Author of that Book, can believe, 
that theſe rwo Kings did not think, or could otherwiſe than 
think that it would be inſerred among their Father's Works. 
That Man may believe any thing,and if he will take this for an 
Anſwer, there is nothing how impoſlible or incredible foever, 
but he may give his aflent ro. So that ler it be , 
thar Kings do not always critically examine the Tranſcript of 
their Royal Grants,except they their Memories and 
Underftandings, and left them alſv ro Under-Secyetaries and 
Clerks : ic is nor poſfible for any Man to believe, bur that they 
knew that their Father was univerſally acknowledged and re- 
pured tor the Anthor of that Book, and conſequently, that # 
Grant to Reprint his Works, muſt of neceſſity include rhar, al- 
tho it had not been parricularly expreiled in the Grant it (elf, 
Bur when this excellent Book 1s nor EY expreſ- 
ſed, but mentioned alſo with particular Charafters and Marks 
of Recommendarion, to talk of Critical InfpefFion, and of Vn- 
der-Secretaries and Clerks, is to ſuppoſe, that Under-Secretaries 
and Clerks make Royal Grants, and not Kings themſelves. 

However , the Dottor adds, What underſianding Men be- 
lieves all the other particular Pieces, which make up the 
whole Volume of the King's Warks, to be originally penned by 
bimſelf, bur knows many of them were prepared by his Seert- 
taries and Council, and then peruſed anal approved of by him, 
and ſo became big, by adding the Royal Btamp of his Ap- 
probation, and owning of them; and the ſame was deſigned in 
this Book, Very good, then 

1. It ſeems Things prepared by Secretaries and Council he- 
come the King's by his Peruſal and approving them; and fol 
hope do Letters Patents rooz and therefore let the Grants ro 
Mr. Ryflon be drawn by wie Under-Secretary or Clark ms 
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Dottor pleaſes, if they came to be the atts of the reſpeRtive 
Kings, by their Peruſel and 4pprobation of them, then it is plain 
they teſtified their Reyall Father was the Author of this Book, 
and ſo the Docor both contradifs and confures himſelf, 

2. When the Doftor's Hand was in, I wonder he did not tell 
us, that the Papers of Mr. Henderſon to the King, and the Par- 
giculars inſiſted on by the Parliaments Commiſſioners at the 
Trang o& Uxbridge, were not originally by che King, 
and which are inſerted in the Volume of the, King's Works. 
And this would have been a plain Caſe, and muft needs have 
been granted him. And what then? Why then by the DoRtor's 
way of arguing, neither the King's Papers $0 Mr. Henderſon, 
nor his Papers about Epiſcopecy were originally penned 
himz or that becauſe theſe rwo Kings did not believe, that rhoſe 
things inſerted in the King'sWorks | as relating to themJwhich 
hear the Name of other Authors, were not of his own penning 
therefore they believed, that the Writing which bears his own 
Name, was not penned by him neither, altho they mention it 
8s written by himſelf. Theſe are pleaſant Conſequenſes. 

g- Beit granted that Proclamations and ſuch rhings are ori- 

inally penned bySecretaries,and become theKing's,by adding 
Fs Royal Authority 3 what is this to Beoks ? Proclamations ars 
really the King's As, becauſe they derive their Valid 
Authority from Him, whoever pens them. Bur s are 
quite of another nature ; no Royal! Stamp can make a the 
King's own, which he did not pen himſelf. . And re 
thoſe Atteſtations in the Reyall Grants concerning the Works of 
on Martyrare to be underftood according to the nature 
of things, that 15 atteſt the ve parts of that Vo- 
lame were his Works, in that in which they were his 
Works. Proclamations, Oyc. were his by adding his Authority, 
and were the ſame Atts of the King to all of 
Law, whether penned by himſelf, or by his Secreraries. Bur 
2 Book in no ſenſe can be ſaid to be the King's, of which he 
is nor the Aurhor. And therefore theſe two Kings atteſting, 
that this Book was their Royal Father's, it plainly means, in 
that ſenſe in which a Book is ſaid to be fo, and that is, not by 
adopting ir by conſent and approbation, but by penning and 
writing it. And it is apleaſant Confequence indeed, Procla- 
anavjons are the King's by his conſent and authority whoevet 
pens them, and therefore Beoks that bear his Name are ſo too, 
Well! No body knows what a ſtrange thing Reaſon is, when 
« falls into the Hands of ſome Men, 
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The Dodtor ſtill adds, Admit Afr. Royſton bad obtained & 
Patent for the ſole Printing the Works of King David, and 
bad got it explicitly inſerted, all the Works of King David, 
that is, the whole Book of Palms, containing in number 
one hundred and fiftzy, would it have followed hence, that he 
who granted this Patent, had publiſhed to all the World that 
he knew and believed, that David was the real Penman of 
them all, tho ſome of them were certainly written ſome Ages 
after David's Death. No truly, it would not have followed, 
nor does it follow from the Grant of theſe Kings ro Reprint 
eheir Father's Works, that therefore they believed the King 
was the real Penman of Mr. Henderſon's Papers, But ( by the 
DoRor's good favour ) this would have followed, that if King 
Solomon had granted a Patent to Colle or I'rint ( had Printing 
been then in uſe ) his Father's Pſalms, and had expreſly and e- 
ſpecially mentioned three or four as his Fathers, it 15 plain, 
that he muſt be underſtood to believe, that theſe were penned 
by his Father. 

Having thus diſpatched Dr. Walker's Anſwers, I have yer 
ſomething farther ro obſerve concerning this Memorandum 3 
and which ſeems ſuthcient to overthrow the Validity of it : 
and that which I ſhall obſerve is taken from the Memorandum it 
ſelf. Intrinfick proof taken from things themſelves is generally 
the moſt clear and convincing; Frauds and Impoſtures are fel- 
dom managed with ſuch art and exattneſs,but adiſcerning Eye 
may eafily diſcover them ; and in this Memorandum there are 
ſome obſervable Circumſtances that make ic highly liable to 
ſuſpicion, I mean, that it was never made by my Lord of An- 
gleſey, bur forged by ſome other perſon for the very ends for 
which it hath been ſo often produced ; now if this Memoran« 
dum be defettive in ſome Points, that are very material in a 
thing of this 'Nature, if it diſcovers a great faultine(s, with re- 
ſpett ro the very end for which it was pretended ro be made, 
then.ir-is apparantly unworthy of the Prudence and Forefight 
of my Lord of Angleſey, and deſerves to be aſcribed to ſome 
other Author. For the proof of this, I ſhall rake my mea- 
ſures from the laſt Words of the Memorandam, which plainly 
declare the end for which it was made, and for that reaſon de- 
clare that it was not made, nor fign'd by the faid Lord,” The 
Words are theſe: Which I here inſert for the undeceiving 0- 
thers in this Point, by atteſting ſo much under my Hand. Now 
here are theſe things obſervable, and which'in every re- 
fpet make this Memerandum detectiye:. and inſufficient for 
we attaining this end, 

I. It 
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I. It bears no Date. of 

2, It is not atceited by any Witneſs. 

3. It was the molt unlikely courſe to anſwer the ends of 
the Memorandum it ſelf. 

4- There is no appearance that this was ſaid to any other 
Perſon. 

I. it bears no Date, and that in a double reſpe&. 

I, With reſpett to the exact time when the King and the 
Duke gave the Lord of Angleſey this Aſſurance. It ſays indeed, 
7n the Taft Seſſions of Parliament, 1675. But this is expreſled ve- 
ry ambiguouſly,and the Queſtion is, whether by /aft Seſſion the 
Memorandum means the laft before the writing the Memoran- 
dum, or with reſpett to ir, or the laft Seſſtons of that year, 
If the /aft with reſpe& to the writing of the Memorandum, 
then we are not diretted by the Memorandum when that Seſſion 
was for it ſelf having no Date, we have no poſſible means ro 
know the time of that Seſſion. And it is not only unaccurare 
upon all accounts, but abundantly faulty in a Teſtimonial of 
this Nature, to direct us to a determinate time, when ſuch 
Words were ſpoken, and yet leave the World utterly in the 
dark, when that time was, 7. e. in ſhorr, theſe Words were 
ſpoken no body knows when, and ( as the Caſe ſtands ) it is 
impoſhble chey ever ſhould know, t.e.* Tis plainly a ſuſpicious 
Evidence, as giving Teſtimony toa marter of Fac, withour 
fixing any determinate time in which it was perform'd. But 
if the Memorandum had been more punGtual in this particular, 
and had given a handle to have known what particular 
Seflions was meant 3 or if by the laſt Seſſion is ro be under- 
ſtood the /aſt of that year. This is alſo liable to conſiderable 
Inconvenience, as being a ſpace of time too large and 
looſe, to found a competent Evidence upon, a Seſſion of 
Parliament may continue five, fix, or ſeven Months. Andrſo 
we have a matter of Fa&t faltened ro the compaſs of an hun- 
dred, rwo hundred, or more days. A pleaſant Evidence in- 
deed, and much to be reiyed on; every Man knows whar 
grearWeight there is in the Circumſtance of time with reſpect 
to the Credibility of any Teſtimony. And if the compaſs be 
laid large and wide, it is an argument of great ſuſpicion, eſpe- 
cially if the Matter ſaid to be done, was at no great diſtance 
from the time of giving this Evidence : if a Man withina 
year or ſooner, ſhould evidence in Court, that ſuch a Fatt 
was done in Parliament,during ſuch a Seſſion, and ar rhe ſame 
time could not tell whether ic was ac the beginning, about tFe 
middle, or rowards the latter erd of thar Seſſion, and withal 
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being himſelf a Member of Parliament, and a&tually fitting, T 
would fain know whether tt 1s be nor a juit and reaſonable 
Trejudice againſt the competency of ſuch Evidence z now this 
Memorandum plainly labours under this Prejudice, and which 
is yet more,it can never be removed, becaule there are no pol- 
ſible ways lefc to explain it,or to bring ir into a narrower com- 
paſs of time, as all unexceptionable Evidence ought to be z 
and therefore I ſhall leave it ro the conſideration of all wiſe 
men, whether they can believe that a perſon of my Lord of 
Angleſey's Prudence and Caution would tranſmit to Poſterity, 
and with a deſign roo to undeceive orhers,ſuch a Memorandum 
as is ſo palpably defettive, and liable to juſt exceprion, in ſuch 
a material point as plainly relates co the validity of any Evi- 
dence; for this I take to be Demonſtration, that if my Lord 
of Angleſey had himſelf wva vece given all the words of this 
Memorandum in Evidence, and at the ſame time had nor been 
able to anſwer che foregoing Queſtions, whether theſe Words 
' of King Charles and his Royal Brother were ſpoken about the 
beginning, the middle, or the end of that Seflion 2 If this 
had been a juſt Prejudice againſt ſuch Evidence given by my 
Lord of Angleſey himſelf, it is certainly much more ſo againſt 
a Paper pretended to be written and ſigned by him, which 
is guilry of the ſame defetts. And I think no reaſon can be 
given that a Paper Memorandum, with the Name of my Lord 
of Angl:ſey toir, is a more valid and authentic Evidence, than 
my Lord of Angleſey himſelf would have been. 

2. As this Memorandum gives us no determinate time when 
theſe Words were ſpoken, ſo likewiſe has it no date when the 
Memorandam it ſelf was written, And this is a fine Evidence 
indeed to determine Controverſies, and wndecetve otheys ; 
which for the matter pretended to be proved has a very looſe 
dare ; and for it ſelf hath no date at all, and both begins and 
ends like a fabulous ſtory with once zpon a tyme. The truth 1s, 
this Memorandum is penn'd as if there was fear of having ir 
diſprov'd ; had the day been named when the King and the 
Duke of Tork had ſaid this, perhaps by ſome unlucky Circum- 
{tance or other ir might have appeared, that one or both of 
them together ( which was very rare ) were not at the houſe 
that day. Had che Memorandum been punttually dated, ſome- 
thing might have happened to have prov'd that my Lord of 
Angleſey was at that time travelling, or in the Country from 
his Study,or otherwiſe unlikely ro have made ſuch a Memrran- 
dum ar that time. And therefore it was far better co let dates 
alone as dangerous things, and apt to tell Tales, 

And to this may be added: 2, Thar 
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2. That this Memorandum is unatteſted by any Witneſs,and 
( as the Caſe ſtands ) it is impoſitble it ſhould be, except rhere 
were one or more Perſons who ſaw my Lerd of Angleſey write 
or fignit. Now Ineecd not urge the necethity of Witne/s to 
prove the ſigning of a Memorandum that pretends to correct 
the World, and ro undeceive others, and that, upon the ſingle 
Credit and Authority of that Memorandum ; every man knows 
that an unatte{ted Paper is no Evidence.and that a Man's Hand 
when he is dead, except it be well prov'd, f1gnifies nothing ar 
all,nor can have any effeft: And the World mutt be very wil- 
ling to be undeceived indeed, it they will alter cheir Judgments 
andOpintohs upon that which neither 15,nor ever was admitted 
co be anyEvidence,nor ſuthcient ro determine the leaſt matter 
of Controverſe. And therefore upon the whole, if my Lord of 
Angleſey had made this Memorandum for his own private uſe, 
it might have done well enough,becauſe the defefts ofir mighr 
have been ſupply'd by his own Memory ; but when it was de- 
ſ1gn'd for the uſe of Poſterity, to undeceie others when he 
was dead, to leave it ſo defective in all the neceflary parts of 
Proof is irrational and unaccountable, and conſequently 18 nor 
to be aſcrid'd roa perſon of his LordſhipsCharatter and Judg- 
ment, and great knowledg in the Laws: For my Lord ( had 
he wrote this) could not but know that this mater would be 
diſpured, and the Memorandum plainly implies it, and that no- 
thing leſs then plain and unexceprionable Proof wonld con= 
vince the World ; and at the ſame time to leave behind him a 
faſpicious and inevident Memrandum, which may crea'e ſome 
Diſputes bur can end none, is unworthy of his Lordſhip, and 
ought not wichour manifeſt Proof to be father'd upon him, nor 
indeed can be without ſome refle&ion upon his Lordſhips 
Memory. And therefore: 

3- This was the moſt improbable, and unlikely courſe thar 
could be taken to anſwer thoſe ends mentioned 1n the Mems+ 
randum, ( viz) to undeceive others ; For ( befides what hath 
been ſaid before) whar a pure Method is this to corre publick 
Miſtakes, and to undecetve the World, to lodge a Memoran- 
dam ina vacant page of a Book, never to be ſ-en till after his 
dearth ; and then alſo liable to a chouſand Contingencies, to be 
rorn, to fall inro private hands, to lie negle&ecd and never fee 
the light : For I ſuppoſe his Lordſhip could never divine thac 
his Study of Books would be ſold by Auftion,and thar Mr. Mz 
lirg*on would make the Sale. So that for any thing his Lord- 
ſhip either did or could know, the World might never have 
been andeceiv/d; & it is an extraordinary caution indeed to take 
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pains to undecerve others, and art the ſame time leave them ina 
hopeful way never to be the better for it; had there been no o- 
ther way,ſuch a one as this mult have ſhifred as well as itcould 
but when Men have Tongues in their Mouths, and may clear 
up miſtakes by living and undoubted Teſtimony, to commit 
it toa bit of paper, and that alſo laid up in darkneſs and ob- 
ſcurity, ſeems far from rhar Zeal co Truth which this Memoran- 
dum pretends to, and for which end it pretends to have been 
written: had myLord of Angleſey,(think we )noFriends,Acquain- 
tance or Children to have communicated this to ? And where, 
I wonder, is the Man who ever heard my Lord fay this, or 
any thing like ic> There can, as I know of, but one thing be 
faid to this, and that is, that there might be ſome danger in 
ſo doing and that this, tho it was not che ({ccureſt,yet 1t was 
the ſafeſt way. Bur this, 1s obviated by the Memorandum it ſelf, 
which plainly intimates that rhe two Kings made no Secret of 
it themſelves, nor injoyn'd him any Secrefie, but frankly and 
freely afſur'd him, which (as it is worded in the Memorandom ) 
ſeems to exprels a defign to have it ſpread and propagated 
and therefore if the Memorandum be true,there could be no Re- 
ſervedneſs and Caution upon that account, or fear of any Diſ- 
pleaſure ſrom the King or his Royal Brother. Now indeed it 
muſt be owned, that to reftifie Miſtakes and to ſer the World 
right, isa generous and charirable Undertaking z but at che 
ſame rime coneglett the dire and unexceptionable means to 
do this without reaſon and neceflity, and to perform ir in the 
dark, and expoſe ir to manifeſt hazard and uncerrainty and af- 
ter all ro leave ic withour Date or Witneſs, ſo as in no degree 
to amount t0 a competent Evidence,in plain terms 15 rodeceive 
others inſtead of undecerving them; and in truth the Memoran- 
dum isa Contradittion ir (elf, the End of it is expreſs'd ro be 
eo xndecetve orhers, and yet the Memorandum it ſelf is the moſt 
unlikely conrſe that could be taken to accompliſh that End; 
and eſpecially when there were ſeveral orher far better at 
hand. Upon all which Accounts I do conclude, that this Memo- 
randum was not made by my Lord of Angleſey, but by ſome 
other hand,to deceive and impoſe upon the World. And 
certain I am that whoſoever infifts upon this Memoran- 
dum is bound to do theſe rwo things: 1. To prove that 
chis was my Lord of Angleſey's Hand-writing, And 2. To 
give a ſatisfattory Reaſon why my Lord of Angleſey forbore 
ro declare this by Word of mouth, which the Memorandum 
intimates was ſo openly and freely, and without any 
Reſerve declared to him, And when it was by a thonſand 
fegrees more fit to anſiyver the ends expreſs'd in the 
Memorandum. 
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Memorandum. And this hath not yer been attempted, and I 
preſume can never fairly be done. And to this I add. 

4. That there is no Appearance nor ſo much as Preſump- 
tion thatthe two Royal Brothers ever ſaid this to any other 
Perſon, This I confeſs is a Negative, but I ſhall leave ir with 
all the World, whether if this was their conſtant and ſtan- 
ding judgment it is by any means probable, that they would 
not one rime or other have declared the ſame to ſome other 
Perſons, when they had done it with ſuch openneſs and unre- 
ſervedneſs ro my Lord of Angleſey, and conſequently that 
we ſhould have heard of it from ſome other quarter, and in 
ſome better manner, than by ſuch a blind Memorandum. 

And for a yer more full confirmation I ſhall add. 

s. That there is now in my hands a very conſiderable 
Teſtimony proving not only that K. Charles the 2d. b=-- 
leiv'd that his Father was the Author of this Book, bur 
that he had one of them wrot with the Kings own hand, to- 
gether with ſome Letters from him concerning it. Ic is a 
Letter from Dr. Canaries, which for the Readers ſatisfation 
T ſhall inſert art large, and leave ir with him as accumula- 
tive Evidence, 


SIR, 

The Account which I promiſed you concerning King 
Charles the Firſt's Book is this. In the year 1650 the Scors 
ſent Commiſſioners to King Charles the 2d. then at Breda, in 
order to adjuſt all matters with him about the Covenant, before 
they would admit him to the exerciſe of his Royal Government : 
And that both the Kirk and the State might look to their ye- 
ſpeHive Intereſts each of them fent their own Commiſſimers. 
Mr. James Wood, one of the Miniſters of St, Andrews, and 
Provoſt (C or Trincipal _) of the old Colledge in that Univer- 
ſity, and one of the moſt learned and conſiderable Perſons a- 
mong ft all che Prestiterian Miniſters then in that Kingdom, 
was one of the Commiſſizners ſent by the Kirb, He being ore 
day in the King's Bedchamber when He was at Breda, The 
King began a diſcourſe about his Father's Book , ſeveral Per- 
ſons of Quality being preſent, and after a little he turned t9 
Mr. Wood, and ſaid to bim, My. Wood, I hear that ſome 
are pleaſed to ſay that my Father was not the Author of that 
Book ; but it is no great wonder that thoſe, who have been ſ1 
enjurious to him upon all other reſpe4s, ſhould rot ſpare his 
Memory in an affair jh this nature, however I will let you ſee 
bow great aCalumny this is. Whereupon the King took, My, Wood 
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into bis Cloſet with him and there he ſhew'd him the whole 
Book written all in his Father's hand, together with a Letter 
from his Father concerning it to him: then the King ſaid, 
But Mr. Wood that you may mt entertain any ſcraple about 
the hand, here are ſeveral of my Father's Letters to me, all 
written in his own hand, take any of them, and compare the 
bands together. $9 Mr. Wood compar'd the hands, and then 
ſaid to the King; that he was fully convinc'd, that the Buok 
and the Letter about it, were all written in his Father's hand, 
upon which the King ſaid to him, Now Mr. Wood I appeal 
#0 you, whether or not my Father would have ever written 
over a Bork, that was not his own, and have ſent ſuch a Let- 
ter to me about it. My. Wood anſwer'd that he was highly 
oblig'd to his Majeſty for the honour he had done him, in ha- 
ving ſhew'd him ſuch an Authentical provf of his Father's being 
the Author of that Book : he had indeed heard that ſome per- 
ſons did queflion it ; but now he was ſo perſuaded of the truth 
of it that he thought himſelf oblig'd in conſcience to do the 
King his Father juſtice, by vindicating his Memory in that point, 
as he ſhould have any occaſion for doing it. 

After Mr. Wood return'd to Scotland, he told my Father 
#he whole paſſage with all its circumſtances ſo as it 1s here re- 
lated ;, there having been a great intimacy between my Father 
and him for many years before. And withall he told him that 
he was as much convinc'd that King Charles the Firft was the 
Author of that Beok , as he could be that one was the Authoy 
# a Book which he had not ſeen him write. This account [ 

ad many times from my Father; and in the Words and Cir- 
cumſtances wherein IT have ſet it down, as near as IT can poſ- 
fibly remember. And ſure I am, that my Father culd never 
have had any deſign to tell boy a ſtory, and ſo frequently, 
and in his private converſation with me, if he had net had it 
as punually from Mr. Wood himſelf : beſides that as my Fa« 
ther was a Miniſter, ſo he was known by all that knew him 
to be a man of moſt entire integrity, and reputation, And it 
is no Ieſs certain that My. Wood would never have told ſuch 
a thing to my Father, if it had not been really true; Mr. Wood, 
thi a Presbyterian, being a perſon of great Candour and 
haneſty, beſides that it is not poſſible to imagine what deſign be 
couli4 have had to have invented ſuch a Story, and to have 
impoſed it upon my Father under the terms of the greateſt in- 
timacy with him, For my part, I do as werily belerve the 
truth of it as I can beleive the truth of a thing that I did 
not ſee with my own eyes, having it ſo ummediately conveyed to 
me 
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me, and conveyed too by ſuch perſons, and in ſuch a manner. 
And as what concerns my ſhare in this Teſtimony namely that 
T had it ſo from my Father, I am ready to depoſe it upon 
oath before any Court of Judicature in the world, whenſnever 
T ſhould be called to do it. And Sir, IT allow you to make 
any uſe of this you ſhall think convenient. 
1 am Sir 
Your moſt humble Servant 

Abingdon in Berks, Fames Canaries. 


Fuly 19th. 1693. 


I have now done with this Memorandum, and do conceive, 
That I have vindicated the Memory of King Charles I. and his 
Right to this Book from any Exceptions that can be taken 
from thence : I ſhall therefore proceed to ſome further evyi- 
dence to convince the unbyaſs'd and unprejudiced, that that 
glorious Martyr actually was, and that no other could be, the 
Author of it. Now whereas Evidence is of two Kinds; ex- 
#ernzl,which relares to cutward Teſtimony, and internal,which 
is drawn from the thing ir ſelf; both theſe are plain in the 
Caſe, and will ſufhciently clear up the point before us. 

1. External Evidence, i, e. the Teſtimony ofother credible 
Witnefles to the truth of it : But that I may deal fairly, L 
ſhall ſum up the evidence on both fides, and then leave ir to 
the Readers Judgment ; only I muſt premiſe, that King 
Charles T. being in poſleſhon and for ſo many years repu- 
red and acknowledged for the Author of this Book, whatſo» 
ever is offered to defeat his title to 1t ought to be very plain, 
clear, and farisfattory, and to overballance the contrary Evi- 
dence in point of Credibility and Sufficiency : For an Equa- 
lity of Evidence can never do it, becauſe Pofleſhon prepon- 
derates, and will weigh down on that f1de, where all other 
circumſtances are equal. But if the Evidence on that fide be 
more in number, and as credible, if further there be no juſt 
exceptions to the Evidence on that fide, as having no perſonal 
Byaſs, Partiality or Intereſt to ſway them 3 and there be juft 
Exceptions to that of the other, there then can be no Diſpute 
which will carry the Cauſe. And this I take to be the Caſe 
here, and which T conceive will plainly appear upon com- 
paring the Evidence, with reſpect the Claim of King Charles 
and Biſhop Gauden to this Book. And to conſider, 

I, The Evidence that is produc'd for Biſhop Gauden's being 
the Author of ir, and that in truth 1s included in a very nar- 
row compat, and it is all finally reſolyed into ore fingle 
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Evider ce, and that Evidenceis Biſhop Gauden himſelf. And this 
will appear upon a fair examining the reſpettive Evidence 
that hath yer appeared on this ſide of the Queſtion: And 
they are theſe rwo, 

Firſt, The Atreſtation of Dr. Walker. And Secondly, the 
Evidence of ſome Papers now in the bands of Mr. North. 

Firft The Arteſtacion of Dr. Walker and what he ſays is this 
in ſhort. 1, That Dr. Gauden ſometime before the whole was 
finiſhed acquainted him with his deſign, and ſhewed him the 
Heads of divers Chapters, and ſome of the Diſcourſss written 
of them, and after ſome time ſpent in the peruſal, he asked his 
Opinion concerning it ; and he ( Dr. Walker ) told him be ſuppoſed 
it would be for the Kings Reputation, but he expreſly added, he 
fluck, at the Lawfulneſs of it, and asked him how he ſatisfied 
himlelf ſo to impoſe upon the World. To which he rephed; 
Lk on the Title, *tis the Pourtraifture &c. and n1 man draws 
his own Pittnre, 8c, That he explained to him a Paſſage in #he 
ſecond Chapter, and that he meant it of Dr. Juxcon; 

2. That being both in London, in an Afternoon Dr. Gauden 
athed him to walk with him to a friend, and in the going 
zold him he was going to the Biſhop of Salisbury Dr. Duppa, 
( whom he had acquainted with his deſign _) to fetch what he 
had left with his Lordſhip to be peruſed, or to ſhew him what 
he had further written. That Dr. Gauden defired him after 
a general Converſation to withdraw, which he did, and that 
wpon return he told him, that my Lord of Salisbury told him 
there were two Suhjefts more he wiſh'd he had thought on, 
and propounded them, the Ordinance againft the Common Pray- 
er, and the denying his Majeſty the attendance of his Chap- 
lains, and deſired him to write two Chapters upon them, which 
the Biſhop recalled, and deſired him to finiſh what remains and 
leave thoſe two to him; and that Dr. Gauden did not pretend to 
have written thoſe, as he did to have done all the reft. ; 

3. Upon Dr. Walkers asking Dr. Gauden ( after the King 
was murdered ) whether the King had ever ſeen the Book, 
Dr. Gauden anſwered, I know it certainly no more than you, 
but 1 uſed my beft Endeavours that he might, for T delivered 
a Copy of it ts the Marqueſs of Hartford when he went 10 the 
treaty at the Hle of Wight, and intreated his Ldſhip if be 
could obtain any private Opportunity, he would deliver it to his 
Majeſty, and humbly defire to know his Majeſty's Pleaſurc con- 
cerning it. But the violence which threatned the King haſt- 
ning ſo faſt, he ventured ts print it, and never knew what was 
the iſſue of ſending it, for when the thing was done, he judged it nit 
prudent tamake further noiſe about #t by enquiry. 
| 4+ Dr. 
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4. Dr. Walker asking him ( And adds in a Parenthefis ; For 
we ſeldom were in private but ſomewhat was diſcourſed of 
this Book , even t0 the laft tim? I ſaw him, after he was Lord 
Biſhop of Worceſter ele# _) whether King Charles II. knew 
that he wrote it. He anſwered, .I cannot poſitively and cer- 
tainly ſay he doth, becauſe be was never pleaſed to take expreſs 
notice of it to me; but 1 take it for granted he doth, for 1 am 
ſure the Duke of York doth, for he hath ſpoken of it to me, and 
owred it 4s 4 ſeaſonabl: and acceptable ſervice; and be knowing 
it, I queſtion not but the King alſo aoth. 

s. Mrs. Gauden the Dofor*s Wife, My. Gifford and Dr. Wal- 
ker believed it as much as they could believe any thing, and were as 
much aſſured of it as "tis poſſible they could be of any matter 

att. | 

WT Dr. Gaudcn delivered to him with his own hand what 
was laft ſent up, ( after part was printed, or at leaſt in Mr. Roy- 
ſton's hand to be printed _) and after be had ſhew'd it him and 
ſealed it up, gave him caution to deliver it, which he did on 
Saturday, Decemb, 23. 48. in the Evening, according 10 diref1i- 
on, to one Peacock, C Brother to Dr, Gauden's St*ward _) who 
was inflruted by what hands to deliver it to My. Royſton, and 
in the ſame manner after the Impreſſion was finiſh'd he received 
ſix Books by the hand of Peacock as an acknowledgment, and one 
of - em he hath flill by him. | 

This + the Sum of Dr. Walker's Evidence in this matter, 
out of which I ſhall at preſent only obſerve, 

' I. Thatall thar is material in this Evidence is reſolved into 
the Teſtimony of Dr, Gauden himſelf, viz. That Dr. Gauden 
acquainted him with his deſign, that Dr. Gauden told him the 
Diſcourſe of the Biſhop of Salisbury, that Dr. Gauden told 
him he did not certainly know whether King Charles TI. or 
King Charles II. knew that he wrote it, &c. The Validity 
of which I ſhall conſider when I come to the next Evidence 
thar appears in this matter, 

2, t what ſeems to be otherwiſe is of no Validity at all, 
nor can have any force with a rational and wife man. And that 
becauſe, 

I. It only ſeems to be ſomething more, but in truth it is nor, 
it is expre(s'd indeed as if Dr, Walker had given us ocularTeſtt- 
mony, that he had ſeen the Heads and ſome of the Diſcourſes ; 
bur this is very defeQive in a neceſlary and marerial point,and 
does not'come up to any ſtri Evidence : For altho he ſays that 
Dr. Gauden ſhewed him the Heads of divers Chapters and ſame 
of the Diſcourſes written of _ and ſome time being ſpent 5 
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the peruſal, yet that which ſhould make this a Proof, that they 
were written by Dr. Gauden, is altogether wanting, and that 
is, thar they were written with Dr. Gauden's own hand. This, 
which is the only material rhing , there is not the leaft word 
of, and which in a matter of this nature ought not, nor reaſo- 
nably could be omitred. And I think it is plain, either that 
Dr. Walker could fay nothing ro this, or that he knew they 
were not written with Dr. Gauden's own hand, if the latter the 
Evidence is corrupt, if the former infignificant ; and if there be 
any force in this part of the Evidence, it is not becau'e Dr. Wal- 
ker ſaw and peruſed the Heads and Diſcourſes; for that he 
mighr do whether Dr. Gaudew wrote them or not, but from 
thoſe former Words, that Dr. Gauden acquainted him with 
hu Defign. And I take it to be very obſervable, thar of that 
Evidence which hath yet appeared, there is not the leaſt ſaid 
that comes up to this point, that the original Manuſcripe was 
written by Dr. Gauden's own hand ; which to me is a plain Evi- 
dence that it was never written by him; for if ſuch a thing had 
been, Dr. Walker living (as he ſays) in Dr. Gauden's Houſe,and 
being madeſo privy to it, and Fo he ſays) peruſing the Heads 
and fome of the Diſcourſes, and Mrs. 6aden ( the Evidence of 
whoſePapers I ſhall conſider preſently )muſt needs have known 
itz andI ſhall leave it to any conſidering man what value is to 
be put on ſuch Evidence in ſuchCi nces, which prerends 
ro prove that one Perſon is the Author of aBook in oppoſitien 
to another more generally reputed Author,and at the ſame rime 
never offers n_—_— thar that Book was written by himſelf, 
or by his immediate ——_ direion. This ſure is the 
dirett Proof, and if ir could be had, to have been produ- 
ced, and the World maſt be very eafie and credulous, if they 
will take the main point upon truſt,and be put off with general 
Stories inſtead of that in which the Proof does confiſt. Is it poſ- 
ſible for any man to believe that Mrs. Gauden did not know her 
Husbands Hand, or that Dr. Walker, did not know ir 2 Or fur- 
ther, that Dr Walker, being ſo carly acquaintea with theSecrer, 
ſhould nor know of the Progreſs made in that Work from 
rime to time, or be able (upon Peruſal) to diſcover ſome In- 
rerliningsor Alterations made by Dr. Gauden's own Hand ; In 
ſhort, did any man ever ſee Dr. Gauden write it, or proceed 
with it, or add to and amend it? Theſe and more we have, as 
Evidence for King Charles's being the Author 3 and ir is a 
pleaſant buſineſs indeed that this plain and diret Evidence 
muſt be confronted by Collefions and Inferences, and bold 
Alleverations, withour any manner of Proof to the dire 
matrer 
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matter in Controverfie. Bur this I ſhall further conſider, 
when I come to compare the Evidence on borh fides. 

In che mean time : 

2, This Evidence Dr. Walker hath contraditted himſelf in 
another Teſtimony of his in the hands of Dr. Goodal, and gi- 
ven March 23. 1690, Where non others are theſe Words, 
Dr. Walker an4 Mr. Gifford were both privy to theſe Aﬀairs, 
living together in the Biſhops Houſe, though the Doftor is uncer- 
tain whether he ever read this Book in Manuſcript, or only ſaw 
is with its Title of the Chapters, which plainly crofles and 
thwarts his Evidence in his printed Book,in which he expreſly 
atteſts, thar Dr. Gauden ſhew'd bim the Heads of divers Chap- 
ters, and that is not all; but it follows, and ſome of the Di/- 
courſes written of them: and if it had ended here, the Evi. 
dence might have agreed well enough; but ir ſtill follows, 
and aftey jo time ſpent in the Peruſal ; ſo that it ſeems Dr. Wal. 
ker had read ſome of the Diſcourſes ar leaſt, & that not rranſient- 
ly, but after ſome time ſpent in the Pervſal. And in further Con- 

cmation of this the Door adds; And I perfeAly remember, 
that in the ſecond Chapter, which is of the Death of the Earl of 
Strafford, there being theſe Words, which now-in the Printed Book 
of the firſt Edition are p. 8. I. 18, 19 20. He only hath 
been leaſt vext by them, who counſelled me nor to conſent 
againſt the Vote of my own Conſcience. And which ( he ſays) 
Dr. Gauden rok him he meant it of Biſhop Juxton : ſo that here 
we have Dr. Walker not only perfe#ly remembring the ſubject 
marter of that Chapter, but alſo an intire Sentence, and a par- 
ticular Explication relating to it. And this ſure is not very 
conſiſtent with his being uncertain, whether he ever read this 
Book in Manuſcript, or only ſaw it with its Title of the Chapters, 
I need not reflett upon this, every man knows that when an 
Evidence interfers with himfelf, and contradicts his own 
Teſtimony, it renders che whole ſuſpicious, and 1s a prejudice 
to all he delivers in that Cauſe ; and all 1 ſhall remark is, that 
Dr Waiher's Memory hath fail'd him in that veryCaſe,wherein 
a good Memory is eſpecially needful. And to ſhew the Rea» 
der what weight there is to be laid upon Dr, Walker's Me- 
mory or Confidence, He tells us, p. 8. I am as ſure as I caw 
T ary thing, that Dr. Gauden made the extratt out of this 
called Apothegmata Carolina. And yet he 1s perfettly 
and notoriouſly miſtaken for as Mr. Long ſays C þ.8._) 
not he but Dr. Hooker was the ColleRor and Publiſher, who 
is now or lately was living in White Lyon Court againſt Vir- 
gimia fireet in Wapping, So thar, how affirmative ſoever choſe 
CY words 
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words I am as ſure as I can be of any thing may be in ano» 
ther man's mouth, .in Dr. Walker they only mean he ima- 
gins ſo, or he is miſtaken and forgets himſelf, and in good 
truth, when a man can, wich ſo much confidence and allu- 
rance atreſt a plain falſity in matter of fa&, it evidently, 
ſhews what credit is to be given him, and that his word, 
though back'd with never ſo many afleverations, ſtands for 
nothing. | 

The next Evidence in the behalf of Biſhop Gauden, is taken 
out of ſome Papers, faid to be in - the Hands of Mr. Arthar 
North, Merchant, living on Tower Hill; which Papersare ſaid 
to be ſent by Mrs. Gaud2n the Biſhop's Wife, to her Son 
Mr. John Gauden, after his death they came into the Hands of 
Mr. Charles Gauden, and after his death to Mr, North. A Sum- 
mary of which is Printed in Pag. 35. & ſeq. of a Pamphlet 
intiruled, Truth brought ro Light, &c. and according to that 
Print, I ſhall briefly ſet down what ſeems the moſt to concern 
this Cauſe, 

Amongſt theſe Papers, there 1s ſaid to be 4 Letter from the 
Biſhop to tke Lerd Chancellor Hyde, dated December 28, 
1561. and a Coty of a Petition to the King, written by the 
Biſhop's own Hand, In which he. declares what Hazards, $c, 
and what he had done for comforting and incouraging the 
King's Friends, &c, And that what was done like a King, 
ſhould have a King-likhe Retribution, &c, Another Letter 
there is to the Dube of Yotk, dated Jan. 17. 1661, urging 
his great Services, &c. as alſo a Letter from the Lord Chan- 
cellor Hyde-ro the Biſhop, ( of the Chancellor's Hand-writting 
dated March 13. 1661, Importing the Receit of ſeveral Let- 
ters from him, that he was nneaſie under the Biſhop's impor- 
tunity. And towards the Cloſe hath thu Expreſſion, The Par- 
ticular you mention has indeed been imparted to me as a Secret, 
T am ſorry T ever brew it; -and when it ceaſes to be a Secret, 
it will pleuſe none but Mr. Milton, Now by all theſe Ex- 
preſfions the Services the Biſhop urges, the doing like 4 King, 
and the Secret that will pleaſe none but Mr. Milton, at the 
end of my Lord Chanzellor's Letter, it is expeRed that 
we ſhould underſtand the Writing, anl being the Author of 
this Book. But what neceſity is there for that ? Were there no 
Services that Dr. Gauden had done beſides ? or at leaſt, that he 
might plead, whether he had done them or not ? was 1t not 
poitible for Dr. Gauden to have, or pretended to have done 
Ikea King, 7. e. freely and magnificiently, ( as that Scripture- 
Exprethon means in the Cafe of Araunah ) but this tingle 

Inſtance ? 
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Inſtance ?: And was there no other Secret in the World but 
this, . that the divulging of it would gratifie Mr. Milton 2 
Theſe therefore are myftica! Expreſhons, and prove nothing, 
and the utmoſt that can be built upon them is Preſumprion and 
ConjzCture, which are far too feeble ro ſupport that which is 
raiſed upon them. However, if this were ſuppoſed, and that 
ſuch was the meaning of thoſe Expreſhons, it will till be re- 
ſolved into the ſingle Teſtimony of Dr. Gavden himſelf and 
\ | howvalid that Teſtimony is in this Caſe, we ſhall ſee preſently. 
' [Andinthe mean time, this plainly contradifts Dr. Walker's 
| [Evidence, which is, that Dr. Gaxden rold him, He could 
not poſarively and certainly ſay, that King Charles the Second 
knew that he wrote the Book, Ard it would look very ri- 
diculous to preſent a-Peticion to that King, and to uſe it as an 
Inſtance to recommend him to his Favonr, that in behalf of the 
: [Royal Family, he had done like a King, meaning, he had wrir 
;- [the Book, and at the ſame time nor know whether that King 
knew he was the Author of it. Bur of this alſo more pre- 
, {[ſently. In the mean time, as to Dr. Gauden's Services, and 
, [which poſſibly may be the Plea he made to the King, he did 
+ [indeed write and publiſh two Books : the one A Proteſtation 
, |] againſt the King's Death, Printed for Mr. Royſton, 1648 : and 
> [another proving the Non-obligation of the Covenant, which 
, |wightpurhim into the King's Favour ; and in truth, it is very 
- {probable, that the Proteſtarion was the only thing Dr. Gauden 
> |wasconcerned in; and being Printed by Mr. Royſton, and a- 
, [bour the ſametime, might be the occaſion of all this Miſtake, 
} [and mi; hc be the Book he gave to the Marqueſs of Hertford, 
» |&c. if anyſuch thing was ever done. 
: But to put this matrer paſt all doubt and diſpute, fince 
- [the firſt publication of this, I have met with an opportu- 
, ]niry to ſatisfie my ſelf, and all. reaſonable men, that by 
» |thoſe myſtical expreflions, at che end of my Lord Chancel- 
- [lor Hide's Letter, he did not intend the King's Bcob 
or any thing relating to itz For having heard that the 
Right Honourable the Preſent Earl of Clarendon, had ſpoken 
ſomething concerning a Letter, the Late Biſhop of Wircheſter 
( Dr. Morley ) had written to my Lord Chancellor, during 
his Baniſhment, relating to this matter, and alſo concei- 
ving that his Lordſhip might beſt underſtand his Father's 
ſence, I made bold to apply my ſelf ro his Lordſhip : 
And his Lordſhip was pleaſed very generouſly to direct 
a Letter to me, bearing date from Swallowfield Oftober 
the 22th. 1694. wherein his Lordſhip is pleaſed to expreſs 
himſcif 
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himſelf that his Lordſhip had ſeen that Letter at My. North" 
and own'd it to be bis Father's hand, But that there is no 

zion in that Letter of the King's Book , ſo that whatever th 
malicious Scribler draws from that Letter, is of bis own wicked 
invention, as if a Secret my Father owns to have heard, muſt 
needs be the Secret of Dr. Gauden's being the Author of that 
Book which goes under the King's name. And as to a Letter 
from Biſhop Morley, his Lordſhip ſays that is 4 miſtake, for 
the AZt of Parliament which baniſhd my Father made it Penal 
for any to write to him except his Children and Servants, and 
ev'n they to ſhew all they writ to, and receivd from him to one 
of the Secretaries of State, But the occaſion of that miſtake 
might be, for that his Lordſhip in 'the year 1674 ( by 
the Command of his Father, and with the leave of the 
King and Queen ) preparing co attend his Father that ſum- 
mer in France; his Lordſhip firſt went to Farnham to the 
late Biſhop of Winton on the 14th. of May, And, among 
ſeveral rbings his Lordſhip had in charge from the Biſhop 
ro fay to his Father, he bad him tell him that the King 
: had wery ill People about him, who turned all things into ridi- 
cale, that they sndeavour'd to bring him to have a mean opini- 
on of the Kinz his Father and to perſwade him, that his Fa- 
ther was not the Author of the Book , which goes under his 
name. And when ( after his Lordſhip's arrival in France 
May the 3oth. 1674 ) His Lordſhip had deliver'd his Fa- 
ther, theſe particulars among others, to that concerning 
rhe Book his Father Reply'd Good God / T thought the Mar- 
gueſs of Hartford had ſatisfyed the King in that matter. 

This Letrer of my Lord Clarendon I have now by me, 
aud I have made- bold to tranſcribe theſe paſlages our of it, 
for the unqueſtionable ſatisfaRion of the Reader in this point. 
For from hence it plainly appears, 

1. Thar my Lord Chancellor did not himſelf beleive that 
any other Perſon was the Author of this Book beſides the 
King. 

2. Thar it was matter of great admiration to his Lord» 
ſhip thar any Perſon fhould go about ro perſwade the King 


that his Father was not the Author of it. And this being| 


almoſt thirteen years after the Dare of the former Letter 
from my Lord Chancellor to Nr. Ganden, 'tis evident to 
a demonſtration that whatever may be the meaning of 
rheſe expreſſions, the Secrer that would pleaſe none but Milton, 
they neicher do, nor can mean the Secret of Dr. Gauden's 
being che Author of that Book. 
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Among theſe Papers there is alſo ſaid to be, A Letter of 
Mrs. Gauden's, after the Death of her Busband, to her Son 
Mr. John Gauden, in which ſhe ſpeaks of the Book, commonly 
called the King's Book, and calls it the Fewel, and adds, that 
| me wonders it 
ſhould be donbted whether her Husband wrote it, but ſays, ſhe 
has a Letter of a wery great Man to clear it up. 
© Thereis alſo ( ſaid tobe ) « long Narrative of Mrs. Gau- 
den's Hand-writing, ſbewing, that her Musband wrote the 
Book, and ſent to her Son with the Letter, 

This Narrative ſets forth, that after her Husband had wrete 
the Book, he ſhewed it to the Lord Capel, who approved it, 
and was for the Printing it, but wiſhed the King might have 
« ſight of it: that an opportunity was taken to convey it ta his 
Majeſty by the Lord Marqueſs of Hertford, When be went 19 
the Treaty at the 1ſle of Wight. 

That the Marqueſs, after his return from thence, told ber 
Husband, that he gave the Book to the King, and his Ma- 
jefty did well like it but was for putting st out, not as his own, 
but anothers , but it being urged, that Cromwell, and others 


ai] of the Army, having got a Reputation with the People for 


Party and Piety, it would do beft to be in the King's Name: 
His Majefly took time to confpder of it. 

That her Husband not bearing the King's Pleaſure about it, 
and finding Dangeys baftening on him, he having kept a Copy 
by him, ſent it by one Mr. Simons to the Preſs, together 
with 4 Letter, that Mr. Royſton was the Printer, but did 
not know bus the King wrote it ; that Part was ſeized inthe 
Preſs, together with her Husband's Letter, and My. Simonds 
war tahen, That nevertheleſs the Work was carried on and 
finiſhed a few days after his Majefly's Death ; that when is 
was Publiſhed the Parliament was imaged; and her Hus- 
band, conceiving his Life and Eftate in danger, fled to 
Sir John Wentworth's near Yarmouth, intending thence to 
pſp the Seas, but My. Simonds falling fck, and dying, and 
returned 


rw nos being diſcovered, he altered his purpoſe, and 
That there * was an Epiſtle firfl intended, that the firfl 


- Title was Safſpiria Regalia but changed to Icon Bafilice ; axd 


that there were two Chapters added. 
That the 7 of Hertford, the Lord Capel, Biſhop 
Duppa, and Biſhop Morley were at firft the only perſons privy 
1 


That 
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That Biſhoy Duppa of 'Wircheſter being very fick, her Huſ- 
band went to the King, and acquainted him, that he was the 
Author of © the Book, and for the trath  tkerzof appealed to 
Biſhop Duppa «his Majeſty's Tutor, why» was yet living, and 
made an Apblogy = Printing 'it,' withwe his Majeſty's Fa- 
ther's Order, or his, but pleaded the Circumſtance of Time, 
and the King's Danger ; that bis ' Majeſty told hey Huiband, 
That till then he never bnew that he wrote st, but thought it 
wes his Father's yet wandered how he could have time, and ob- 
ſerved, that it was wrote libe a Scholar, as well at like a 
King : and ſaid, if it had been publiſhed ſooner,” "it might 
have ſaved his" Father's life, that at the ſame time the 
King gave him # Promiſe of the Biſhyprick of Wincheſter. 

That he afterwards acquainted” the- Duke of York that he 
was the Author, &c. This is the Sum of the Evidence that 
1s Colleted from theſe Papers. And from hence I have 
theſe things to obſerve. 

1. Thar this is all finally reſolved into the —_ Tefti- 
mony of Dr. Gauden' himſelf, and of what Conſideration 
thar ought to be in the Caſe before us, will appear from 
theſe particu'ars, 

i. A Man's own Evidence in his ownCauſe labours under ve- 
Ty great Prejudices ; and as the Wiſdom of all Laws exclude a 
Man from bearing witneſs for himſelf, {9 ſuch Teſtimony can 
never be admirted to conclude and determine a Matter in 
Controverfie in theſe two Caſes. | 

1. When there is another Claim,” and Pretender in poſ- 
ſeſſion of rhe thing in controverſie, in ſuch a Caſe a Man's 
own ſingle Teftimony fignifies nothing, nor is of any Vali- 
diry. The Bouk bears the Name of King Charles, and hath 
for many ycars been acknowledged to be his ; and if Dr. 
Gauden ſhould have ſaid, Thar he was the Author, and, not 
the King, ic would nor be ſufficient ro defeat the King's Ti- 
tle, nor to 'adyance his own ; Becauſe a Man's own .Teſti- 
mony is incompetent ro derermine the Controverſie between 
rwo Rival Authors; on the one fide there is the Authority 
of the Book it ſelf, which in every Line owns it ſelf to.be 
the Fing's as ſpeaking in his Name, and 'the general Re- 
Puration of the World conſequent upon that. On the other 
1s only the affirmation of another Pretender, who would 
claim it for his own, upon his' own Evidence. Fort ler this 
Evidence paſs through never ſo -many Channels, it is one 
and the ſame Evidence ſtill ; if one man tells a hundred, 
that he did ſuch a thing, and they all reſtifie, that he faid 
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fo, there are indeed a hundred Witnefles that he ſaid it, 
but there is but one that he did it, and that is himſelf; if 
therefore Dr. Gauden acquainted the King, the Duke of ork, 
my Lord Chancellor, Mrs. Gauden, Dr. Walker and ſeveral 0- 
thers, that he wrote the Book, the Evidence to the Fac is 
Nill but one, and that is Dr. Gauden himſelf: or if Dr. Gau- 
den told Mrs. Gaden and Dr. Walker, that he acquainted the 
Marqueſs of Hartford, Biſhop Duppa, the King, 9c. Mrs. Gaw- 
den and Dr. Walker may be two diſtin Witaeſles thar he ſaid 
ſo, but there is but one that he did ſo, and that is himſelf, 
So that this whole Matter is reſolved into his own Evi- 
dence, which in this Caſe 1s no Evidence at all, nor will 
my = Man conſider it as ſuch : eſpecially if to this be 
adueds a 
3. If there be any Intereſt or Advantage to be reaped by it 
In this Caſe a Man's own Teſtimony is always refuſed, becauſe 
a Man is ſuſpetted as too partial ro himſelf, and apt to be ſway- 
ed by his Intereſts. And if we are to give any credit to theſe 
Papers, I am afraid Mrs Gauden has revealed a great Secrer 
when ſhe faich, That her Husband hoped to make a Fortune 
by it. For if that was the end of his owring himſelf to be 
the Author, it hath roo great a mixture of carnal Ingredi- 
ents to gain much Credit ; for if Men witneſs for themſelves 
to advance their Ambition,and ſecular Deſigns,their Evidence 
js tainted,and ſayours of Project and Artifice, and Men always 
ſuſpet on that Hand. And I am ſorry to find that theſe 
very Papers inſinuate to much of this yery Temper to be in 
Dr. Gauden, in theſe two Inſtances 
I» They lay before usa very ſtrange and immodeſt mag- 
nifying his own Merits, and particularly in that ro King 
Charles the Second,writ by his own Hand, wherein he dec/ares 
what Hazards he had run of Life and Eflate, ( And yet he 
kept one of the moſt conſiderable Livings in England all the 
time of che Uſurpation. _) And what great Advantage had ac- 
crued to the Crown by his Service. ( And in his Letter to the 
Dule of Tork, he ſtrongly urges the great Services ke had done ) 
That ;vhat was done like a King ſhuld have a King like Re- 
tribution ; and inftances in the Caſes of Joſeph, Mordecai and 
Daniel, who were honored and rewarded for the Services they 
did to the reſpeFive Princes, and in particulay obſerves , that 
Ahaſuerus was unezfee, till Mordecai had had his merited Re- 
ward. Now theſe are fine Charatters indeed, and give a good 
account of Dr. Gauden's Performances, bur they look a little 
ſcurvily coming from his own -_ had the Dr. = y 
rien 
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Friend at Court > methinks my Lord of WarwiÞ or Man- 
cheſter, his known Friends and Patrons, or elſe my Lord Mar- 
queſs of Hartford and Biſhop Duppa might have ſav'd him 
this Trouble, and ſo certainly rhey would, had they known by 
him ſuch a thing as the writing the King's Book : but jince the 
Dr. was forced to make uſe of himſelf, it ſeems pretcy plain, 
that there was ne Body elſe ro imploy in thjs Matter, and that 
no Perſon about the King knew the Drs. Merits ſo well as him- 
ſelf. The Truth is, a Man that 1s clamorous in his own Praiſe, 
always looks ſuſpiciouſly ; and he that can break through all 
the Bounds of Modeſty and Decency ro magnifie his own Me- 
Tits, may poſſibly not be very ſhy in ftraining at a point of 
Truth to make it good ; Boaſting always ſtands near Untruth, 
and treads on the very Heels of it. To this may be added, 

2. Animmoderate Deſire of Reward,and undue Solicication 
for it: thus theſe Papers repreſent him, as diſcontented with 
his prefermentro the Biſhoprick of Zxeter, telling the King, 
that he had a high Rack, but a low Manger, altho there be ſe- 
veral Biſhopricks inEngland and Wales inferior to that in point 
of Revenue, and at that time pofſefled by Men of very great 
Worth and Virtue. Thus alſo he teaches the King to be grate- 
ful to him, by the reſpettive Advancements of Foſeph, Damiel, 
and Mordecai, Thus in the Letter ro the Duke of 7ork he 
amportunately begs his Royal Highneſs to intercede for him 
with the King. And inthe Lord Chancellor Xyde's Letter to 
him it is expreſſed, that he was uneaſie under the Biſhop's Im- 
portunity, Theſe things plainly repreſent a very ambitious 
Temper,covetuous of Preferment, haſty and impatient in the 
Purſuit of it; and when Menare under the power of ſuch a 
Complexion,they do not generally manage themſelves by nice 
and punctual Mecrhods, and to be ſure ſuch a Man's Merits will 
loſe nothing by his own telling them, nor himſelf any thing for 
want of asking, And the truth is, over-valuing our own Me- 
Tits and claiming thoſe which are none of our own, differ very 
litcle in point of Modeſty and Virtue 3 and he that can do one, 
in all probability, will not ſtick at the other, if he thinks ic 
feaſible to accompliſh the ends he aims ar. So that thaſe who 
have publiſhed theſe Papers have done bur little Service tothe 
Biſhop's Memory, and as little to the Cauſe they pretend ro 
maintain ; for tho I do not from hence conclude, that the Bi- 
ſhop ever told King Charles, the Duke of 7ork, or the Lord 
Chancellor that he was the Author of this Book ; yet if ever 
he did fo, or ro any others, I do conclude, that it being his 
ewn Cauſe, and for ſuch Ends, and joyned with ſuch a Tem- 
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per, it apparently ſinks the Credit of his own Teſtimony, and 
renders it of no value. 

2. Another thing which would take off the Force of 
Dr. Gauden's Teſtimony in this Caſe, ſuppoſing he ever at- 
teſted it, is the Immorality and Infamy of the whole Prattice, 
which muſt be charged upon him upon ſuch a ſuppoficion. 
And that is writing a Book in the King's Name, and there- 
in perſonarting him in the A&s of Tiers , Devotion, and high 
points of Conſcience, which, whatever the end might be, in 
the ſofteſt Language, is firſt inventing a Falſhood, and then 
impoſing it upon the W orld, and ( as theſe Papers intimate ) 
upon the King too, ( for they plainly rell us he never had 
the King's Conſent. ) Had the -Devortionary Part been Com- 
poſed for the King's private Uſe and Afiſtance, the Arttempr 
might have been durtiful and charitable, tho there had been 
no need for it, to a Prinze who was ſo admirably qualified 
himſelf, and the King, if he had thought them ſuirable, 
might by them have expreſſed the Sence of his own Heart. 
Bur to give them to the World as the King's own, which 
he never framed nor uſed, nor ſo much as owned, is to 
counterfeit che King's Conſcience, which, as I take it, is a 
more audacious and far greater Crime, than to counterfeit 
his Coin, his Hand, or his great Seal; for ſuch a Practice 
mocks God as well as Men, and daubs and juggles in thoſe 
very Caſes, in which are required the greateſt plainneſs and 
fincericy, And in all reſpeQs, to counterfeit Prayers, Re- 
penrance, Charicy and other Graces, ( abundantly expreſſed 
in that excellent Book ) and to impoſe them upon the World 
for true and genuine, 1s ſuch a Piece of Forgery and Impo- 
ſture Fraud and Hypocrifie together, that no end can war- 
rant, and nothing can parallel. And now if a man had Atted 
in ſuch a manner, merhinks he ſhould have bur li:tle ſtomach 
to own it, or if he did, in the ſame breath he convitts him- 
ſelf of Falſhood, and lays a Bar to his own Teſtimony 3 for 
tis obvious, that ifa Man in ſuch Circumftances can father 
his own Book upon the King, he may with the ſame truth 
and juſtice lay claim to the King's Book : and the pretence 
of Good Ends does not alter the Caſe, for no doubt a good 
Biſhoprick may be thought a Good End too; and he that 
thinks the King's Honor will juſtifie the atting deceitfully for 
him, may as well think his own Honor may juſtifie the ſame 
meaſure for aCting for himſelf. And whar, I wonder, is 
ſuch a Teſtimony worth in this Caſe, when the Teſtimony ir 
(e}f plainly declares,that he firſt abuſed the World, in giving 
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them a Book for the King's, which was nor his, and afterwards 
abuſed the King in taking great pains ro aflume ir ro himſelf, 
And the truth is, this Evidence (ſuch as it js) confronts it ſelf; 
for if Dr. Gauden was the Publiſher of this Book ( as theſe Pas 
pers repreſent ) then he gave as publick an Evidence as was 
poſſible, that the King was the Author of it, and as much as 
any man does who ſets his name to his own Works. And if 
he told Mrs. Gauden, Dr. Walker,or any other,that he himſelf 
was the Author, then he told them one thing, and the whole 
Kingdom another,which, ar laſt, makes a fine Evidence of it, 
and very fic to determine the Controverſie, which in the very 
Caſe contradidts it ſelf; and it is impoſſible to reconcile Dr. 
Gauden the Publiſher, to Dr. Gauden the private Relater. I 
muſt confeſs, I am heartily ſorry, and afflited, that B have 
ſaid rhus much concerning Biſhop Ganden, confideririg both 
his Charatter and Starion in the Church, and that he hath 
been long fince dead. But thoſe who have been ſo erneſt to 
allert his Right tothis Book, are to be thanked for ir ; for it 
1s the very Charatter they have given him, and the very means 
they have uſed to prove his Title. And if the Memory of 
King Charles the Firſt muſt ſtand in competition with the 
Memory of Dr. Gauden, IT think there needs no Apology for 
doing Right to that King's Memory, tho it ſhould reflett on 
Biſhop Gaxd-n, or a greater Subjett then he, Put this I have 
faid only on ſuppoſition, that Dr. Gauden did in truth own 
* himſelf co be the Author. But that which follows, I hope, 
will clear him from that Tmputation, how ſevere ſoever 
thoſe who plead his Cauſe, have been ro his Memory. 
And thar is 

2. The ſecond thing T have to obſerve from theſe Papers 
of Mrs. Gauden, which is, that they do, in dire& Terms, and 
in notorious Inſtances contradi& the Teſtimony of Dr. Wal- 
ker. And to make this very plain, I ſhall ſer them oppoſite 
to one another in two Columns. 


DoRor Walker, pag. 8+ 


Dr. Gauden fame time af- 
ter the King was murdered, 
upon my asking him whether 
He C the King ) had ever ſeen 
the Booh , gave me this An- 
ſwer : I know it certainly no 
more than you, but 1 uſed my 


Mrs. Gauden, pag. 37. 


©An Opportunity was taken 
©to convey ( the Book) to 
© his Majeſty, by the Lord 
* Marqueſs of Hartford, when 
che went to the Treaty at the 
© Ile of Wight: that the Mar» 
* queſs, after his return, _ 
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beſt Endeauows that he 
might 3 for I delivered a Copy 
of it to the Marqueſs of Hart- 
ford , when he went to the 
Treaty at the Iſle of Wight, 
and intreated hu Lordſhip, if 
he could obtain any private 
opportunity , he would deliver 
it to his Majefly, and humbly 


deſire to know his Majeſty's" 


Pleaſure concerning it. But 
the Violence which threatened 


the King, haſtening ſo faſt, 
he ventured to Print it, and 


29 
© her Husband, that he gave 
© the Book to the King, and 
© his Majeſty did well like it, 
© but was for purting it out,nor 
as his own, but as anothers. 
© But it being urged, that 
© Cromwell and others of the 
* Army having got a great Re- 
© putation with the People 
© for Parts and Piety, it would 
©do beſt to be in the King's 
< Name. His Majeſty took 
"time to confider of ir. 


never knew what was the Iſſue of ſending it ; for when the 
thing was done, he judged it not prudent to make further noiſe 


about it by inquiry. 
Dr. Walker, pag. s. 


T asking him C for we ſel- 
dom were in private but ſome- 
what was aiſcourſed of this 
Book, even to the laſt time 
I ſaw him after he was Lord 
Biſhop of Worceſter ele )whe- 
they that King Charles the Se- 
cond knew that he wrote it hz 
gave me this Anſwer : I cannot 
poſitively and certainly ſay be 
doth, becauſe he was never 
pleaſed to take expreſs notice 
of it to me; but I take it for 
granted he doth, for I am ſure, 
the Duke of York doth, for he 
hath ſpoken of it t: me, and 
own'd it gs a ſeaſmable and 
acceptable ſervice, and he bhnow- 
ing it, F queſtion not but the 
King alſ» doth, 


Mrs, Gauden, pag. 38. 


© Biſhop Duppa of Winche- 
© flex being very ſick, her Hus- 
© band went to the King, and 
* acquainted him, that he was 
© the Author of the Book; and 
© for the truth thereof appeal- 
ed to Biſhop Duppa,his Maje- 
© ſty*'s Tutor, who was yet [1- 
*ving, and made an-Apology 
© for printing it without his 
© Majeſty's Father's order, or 
© his, bur pleaded the circum- 
©ſtances of time , and the 
© King's danger. That his Ma+ 
Fjeſty told her Husband, thar 
* till chen he never knew thar 
© he wrote it, but thought it 
© was hisFathers,and wondred 
©how he could have time; 
© and obſerved it was wrote 
©like a Scholar as well as like 


Fa King; and faid, that if it had been publiſhed ſooner, ir 
* might have ſay'd his Father's Life. That at the ſame time 
* rhe King gave him a Promiſe of the Biſhoprick of win- 


$ cheſter. 


+ That 
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That he afterwards acquainted the Duke of ork, &c. That 
© her Husband then told his Highneſs, that the King promiſed 
© him the Biſhoprick of Winchefter,and that his Highneſs aflured 
© him of his favour. 


And now,what an admirable Harmony and Agreement have 
we here ? Such Evidence muſt needs be credited, they are ſo 
conſiſtent with one another in their Stories. In Dr. Walker's 
Evidence Dr. Gaudn did not certainly know, and no more than 
Dr. Walker himſelf, whether King Charles I. had ever ſeen the 
Book. But in Mrs. Gauden's Evidence, the Marqueſs of Hart= 
ford told him, that he gave the Book to the King, Tn Dr. Wal- 
ker's, he never hnew what was the Iſſue of ſending it. Bur 
in Mys. Gauden's, that rhe King liked it well, but was - for 
putting it out, not as his own, &c, In Dr, Walkers, when the 
thing was done, he judg'd it not prudent to make ſurther noiſe 
whout it by enquiry. Nor need he, as Mrs. Gauden repreſents it, 
when theMarqueſs had told him already,and by ſuch a remark- 
able circumſtance, That Cromwell, &c. having got a great 
reputation with the People for Parts and Piety, it would do 
teſt to be in the King's Name; and his Majeſty took time to 
conſider of. it. 

In Dr. Walkers Evidence, Dr. Gauden could not poſitively 
and certainly ſay that King Charles Il. knew that he wrote it, 
But in Mrs. Gaudex's he told that King himſelf, that he was 
the Author of it, and appeal'd to Biſhop Dapp# for the truth of 
it, In Dr. Walker's he gave this as a Reaſon why he could 
not poſitively ſay it, viz. becauſe the King was never pleaſed 
to take expreſs notice of it to him. But in Mrs. Gauden's the 
King rook expreſs notice of it to him ; and told him that 
till then he never hnew that be wrote it, but thought it had 
been his Father's yet wondered how he could have time, &c. 
That, had it been publiſhed ſooner it might have ſaved his Fa- 
ther's Life. Andall this by a very good token ; That, at the 

ſame time the King promsſed him the Biſhoprick of Wincheſter. 
In Dr. Walher's he colle&s rhe King's knowing it by inference, 
and tabes it for granted, becauſe he is ſure the Duke of York doth, 
and he knowing it, he does not queſtion but the King alſo doth. 
Bur in Mrs. Gauden's 3 he acquainted the King himſelf ; and 
not only ſo but he acquainred the King firſt, and the Duke 
of Tork afterwards 3 as Mrs. Gauden axpreſly, That he after- 
wards acquainted the Duke, thas be was the Author. And by 
the fame token, That he then told his Highneſs, that the King 
promiſed him the Biſhoprick, of Wincheſter. $0 that if it had 
not 
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not been ſaid fo expreſly, this telling the Duke muſt be ſub- 
ſequent to that Promiſe, which ( as Mrs. Gauden ſays ) was 
ar the ſame rime thax he told the King. And laſtly, ]1n Dr 
Walker's, the Reaſon of Dr. &auden's. Aſſurance that the Duke 
knew it, was, for that the Duke had ſpoken of it to him; bur 
in Mrs. Gaudens That be bad acquainted the Duke himſelf. 

And now, how like ye this my Maſters? Is not this rare 
Evidence, to convince the World, that agrees art this rate ? 
Do men uſe to believe a matter of fat upon the Credir of 
Witneſſes who contradi& each other 2 Methinks the example 
of Daniel may ſerve to ſhew us the value of ſuch Teſtimony, 
as well as to teach the King Gratitude : The two Elders were 
both poſitive as to the faR, but cheir differing in circnm« 
ſtance dereRted their Falſity. And the two Elders did not dif- 
fer from one another, by many degrees, ſo much as Dr. Walker 
and Mrs. Gauden. In ſhort, either Dr. Gauden told theſe 
things reſpeRively to Dr. Walker and Mrs. Gauden, or he did 
not; if he did not, their Evidence is of no value ifhe did, 
his-own is of no value as contradiRing himſelf, 

And ſo I have done with this parr of the Diſcourſe, the Evi- 
dence that is produced to intitle Dr. Gauden to this Book. 
And I appeal to all the World, whether ſuch Teſtimony ſo cir- 
cumſtantiated be fir, or ever was admitred, todetermine the 
leaſt Controverſie in the World ? And if there was no more 
to be ſaid for the Kings being the true Author, but only the 
bare Name and general Acceptartion, that is abundantly ſuffi- 
cient to vindicate it to him from all that is here offered ; and 
no rational and unprejudiced man can alter his Sentiments, 
and tranſlate it to Dr. Gauden upon ſuch Evidence ; and much 
leſs if this be confronted by plain, dire and unexceptionable 
Evidence in behalf of the King. And this is the third thing, 

But before I proceed to that ir may be reaſonable to ac- 
quaint the Reader, with a new Evidence that 1s lately come 
ro my hands, in relation co this matter, and which plainly 
and fully informs us, what Title Dr. Gauden had to this 
Book, and what ſhare he might pretend to in it, and that 
is the Quality of a Tranſcriber or Copyer but by no means 
the Author, or having had any the leaſt hand in the com- 
poſure. This appears from a Letter ( which I have now in 
my hands) of Mr. Le Plz Miniſter of Finchingfeild4 to Dr. 
Goodall, This Letter bears date Nov. 27. 1696. and the 
paſſages in it that concerne this matter are as follow, 

William Allen was born in this neighborhood, where ſundry 
of his Relations have lived in good credit. He had two _ 
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Tradesmen in London, one of them a Draper, to whom he wa 
an Apprentice, but upon the breaking out of the Civill Wars be 
ſhut up Shop, and his Rinsman William ſome time after was Ser. 


vant to Dr. Gauden for ſeveral years, and at laſt marryed one 
of bus Family, who is (ill alive, and tells me Dr. Walker lived 


there part of the time with them, and went thence to my Lord of 


Warwick's. Her late Husband Allen colleFed tythes for me the 
two firft years after» my coming hither, by which means I afier- 
wards received ſeveral viſits from him, wherein he would talke 
much of his Maſter Gauden and the many meſſages he had been 
ſent upon in #he night, berween the Doftor and his family in thoſe 
times of difficulty, the dangers he had incurr'd on his account, 
having more then once ſaved him from being robbed, and been 
wounded in his defence, once particularly by a Piftol ſhot in the 
face, whereof he carryed the Scar to his grave. About ten 
years ago he had ſome ſmall Eftate befaln him in Wethersfeild 
a Town about a mile and half from this place, upon which he lived 
the reſt of his days, and died there in May laft, in good and 
honeft repute, for any thing I ever could hear to the contrary, 
T beg your pardon for troubling you with this long flory, which 
might ſeem impertinent, if it did not ſhew the great confidence 
the Door repoſed in him, and the reaſon he had to do ſo. But 
that which is mare to the purpoſe, and which T am yeady to make 
oath of if deſired, is that this William Allen coming one day to 
ſee me, and after dinner being alone with me. T fell mto diſcourſe 
with him aboyt Dr. Gauden and the King's Book, He ſaid moſt 
people thought bzs Maſter to be the Author of it, or to have had 
the cheif hand in it, er to that purpoſe, I told him I could never 
beleive it, for ſome reaſons I than gave bim, whereupon he ſmiled 
and told me, be beleived he could ſay more t0 that buſineſs than 
any man beſides him, for that Dr. Gauden told him he had 
borrowed the Book, and was obliged to returnit by ſuch a time, that 
C beſides what other time he might imploy in ut  ) he ſate wp 
one whole night to tranſcribe it, that he C William Allen _) ſate 
wp in the chamber with him, to» wait upon him, to make his fires 
and ſnuff bis candles. This I am ready to depoſe, if required. 1 
think he ſaid the Book was borrowed of Mr. Symmons of Rayne 
one of the King's Chaplains, but it being ſome time ago, I can- 
not be ſo pofitive in that, and ſeveral other Circumſtances, as 1 
ſhould have been, had IT ſuſpefted bis death ſo nigh, which hap- 
pened before I heard of his ſickneſs, bat be being a vigorous heal- 
thy man, always able to ſpeake himſelf, I did not then think it 
neceſſary, to take notes of what he ſaid, to whom recourſe might 
be had at any time. That which makes it very probable _ 
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Gauden had the Book from My. Symmons, 7s the near neigh- 
borbood,, and great familiarity which C I am told _) was between 
them. One thing I had forgot viz. that to my knowledge Allen 
could read and write very well, and ſo conld not eaſily be deceived, 
either in the beok , or im his Maſters hand, thy the Do&or had 
not told him that it was none of his. Thus far Mr. Ze Pla, 
which is ſo very plain and cleer, and full to the point be- 
fore us, that I ſhall not need to ſay any thing to enforce ir, 
but ſhall intirely leaye it to the Readers judgment, and 
ſogo on to the next. viz. 

3- 1 ſhall produce theEvidence that hath appeared to prove 
the King the Author of this Book, and altho chere are ſume 
others, and which are of | Credir and may deſerve Con- 
ſideration, yer I fhall confine my ſelf to theſe, which are plain 
and dire, and come home to the very Caſe; a Teſtimony 
that plainly gives Evidence to the King's Title, and thar Ey1- 
dence unexceptionably convey'd to us: Some of theſe,and theſe 
the moſt conlderable, are ſumm'd up by Sir. William Dugdale 
( in his ſhwt view of the late troubles in England, p. 380. ) in 
theſe Words ; * I ſhall make it evident from the Teſtimony of 
© yery credible Perſons yet living, that he had begun the pen- 
© ning of them long before he went from Oxford ta the Scots, 
« For the Manuſcript it ſelf, writzen with his own hand, being 
© found in his Cabiner, which was taken at Navesby Fight, was 
© reſtored to him after he was brought ro Hampton Court by the 
© hand of Major Huntington, thro the favour of General Fairfax 
© of whom he obtain'd ir, and that whilſt he was in the 1/+e of 
© Wight,it was there ſeen frequently by Mr. Thomas Herbert,wh o 
© then waited on his Majelty in his Bedchamber ; as alſo by 
© Mr. William Levet,( a Page of the Back Stairs) che Title 
© then prefixed to it being Suſpiria Regalia, who not only read 
© ſeveral Parts thereof, but ſaw the King divers times writing 
© farther on it, Add hereunto the Teftimony of Mr. Richard 
© Royſton a Bookſeller ar the Angel in Ivy Lane; who having 
© in thoſe rebellious times advenrured co Print divers of his 
© Majeſty's Declarations,Speeches and Meſſages; about the be- 
© pinning of Ofober 1648. ( the King being then in the Ie of 
© Wight ) was (ent to by his Majeſty to prepare all things ready 
© for the Printing ſome Papers, which he purpoſed ſhortly af- 
© ter to convey unto him, which was this very Copy brought 
© to him on the 23d. of December nexr following, by one Mr, 
© Edward Simonds a reverend Divine ( who received ir from 
© Dr. Bryan Duppa then Biſhop of Salisbury, and afterwards of 
© Wincheſter. 1n the Printing whereof Mr. Royſton made ſuch 

E $ ſpeed, 


LIMI 


34 A Vindication of 


© ſpeed, that it was finiſh'd before that diſmal 3oth,of Zanuayy, 
*that his Majeſty's Life was taken away. 

In this Summary are four conſiderable Evidences, Major 
Huntington, Mr. Herbert, Mr. Levet, and Mr. Royſton ; three of 
them dire&ly ro the thing, and Mr. Royſton's ſo circumſtan- 
tiated, as amounts very near to a direct Evidence. 

1. Major Huntington. To this Dr, Walker exceprts, ( p. 33. ) 
that at Tunbridge the Major cold him, that all he knew or ever 
ſaid concerning it was, when that Book was publiſhed, and ſo 
confidently reported to be the Kings, then ſurely, or I believe 
theſe are the Papers I fee him ſo uſually take out of his Cabinet. 
But this was but my Conjefture and I nerer declared it to be 
otherwiſe ; for I aſſure you I never read one Line or Word of the 
Papers in the King's hand; I was not ſo rude, and I cannot ſay 
there was one Paſſage in thoſe Papers which is in this printed 
Book : For how ſhould T, never having looked into them ? Now 
tiis Evidence of Dr. Walkers is confronted by another of 
Mr. Rich. Dake's 11 a Letter to Dr, Charles Goodal Fune 15. 92+ 
in theſe Words: Sir, I confeſs that I heard Mgjor Huntingron 
to ſay more than once, that whilft he guarded Charles I. at Holm- 
by-Houſe ( as I remember ) he ſaw ſeveral Chapters or Leaves 
of that great King's Meditations, lying on the Table, ſeveral 
Mornings ; with 4 Pen and Inh, wy which the King ſcratched 
out or blotted ſome Lines or Words of ſame of them : Upon which 
T muſt alſo confeſs, that I concluded they were originally from the 
King; but others have drawn 4a contrary Argument from the 
King's correfing the Papers, yet I put this under my hand, that 
the Mayor told me that he did ſuppoſe them originally from 
that learned Prince. Which is the torum #hat can be intimated, 
from, Sir, 

Tour humble Servant, Richard Duke. 

In this Teſtimony of Mr. Duketheſe things are to be cleared. 

1. Thar there is a difference berween this account, and 
that of Sir William Dugdale's. But notwithſtanding bork their 
Evidence are very conſiftent, and by no means contradiftory. 
Sir William Dugdale ſays that Major Huntiagton, through 
the favour of Fairfax, reſtored to him the Manuſcript after 
Navesby Fight; Mr. Puke only ſays that the Major ſaw them 
hing on the Table &c. which the Major might very well do, 
and yer before thar reſtore them to the King from General 
Fairfax ; which as Mr. Duke ſays nothing of, ſo neither doth 
what he ſays any way contraditt ; ſo that Mr. Duke's Evi- 
dence 1s nor contrary to Sir Wilham's, but a Supplement to 
it, and a further account of the Major's Knowledge of this 

matter ; 
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matter : He teſtifies indeed more then Sir Wilham, but by no 
means interfers with him. So likewiſe when Sir Willzam ſays 
it was at Hampton Court, this is eaſily reconcil 4, becauſe Mr. 
Duke ſpeaks diffidently, that it was at Holmby-WHouſe as he re- 
members, bur is not poſitive bur it might be ſome other place, 
as theſe Expreſſions plainly denote. : 

2. The next thing is, that Mr. Duke does not ſay in expreſs 
terms, that thoſe Meditations, which the Major ſaw {ying upon 
the Table ſeveral Mornings, and the King corre them; that 
thoſe were the ſame that were printed in the King's name, 
But ir is plainly imply'd, for Mr. Duke ſays, that from the Ma-« 
jor's account to him he conceiv'd they were or;ginally from rhe 

King, and is poſitive that the Major told him,that he ſuppoſed 
them originally from the King ; that is plainly the Meattati- 
ons in Controverſie, for the Word originally here can refer to 
nothing elſe, but to another Prerender. And the ſaying thar 
others have drawn a4 contrary Argument from the Kings cor- 
retting the Papers, yet further proves it. So that as Mr. Dake 
did not, ſo it is plain the Major him{elf did not mean any other 
Papers- than the original Manulcript of rhe King's Book or of 
ſome part of it, which he ſaw lie on the Table, and the King 
correcting ir. The Sum therefore is, that the Feſtimony of 
Major Huntington as it is repreſented by Mr. Duke, 1s contra- 
dicory to the ſame repreſented by Dr. Walker, and the Valt. 
dity of che reſpettive Teſtimony muſt depend on the Credit of 
the reſpeftive Witnetles. And how much Dr. Walker's Teſti- 
mony1s to be rely'd on in this Caſe I have fhewn already ; and 
Mr. Duke's Teſtimony is confirm'd by another 3 Mr. Cave Beck 
ina Letter to Dr. Hollingwerth atteſting 3 * That Major Hun- 
* tington at. Ipſwich a{lured him, that ſo much 
* of the ſaid Book as contained his Majeſty's D7-Holl. Chara?, 
© Meditations before Navesby Fight, was ta- 7 #7 Charles |, 
© ken in the King's Cabinet 3 and that Sir *' _ 
* Thomas Fairfax deliver'd the ſaid Papers unto him, and 
*ordered him, to carry them to the King : and alfo rold him 
*that when he deliver'd them ro the King, his Maieſty ap» 
< peared very joyful, and ſaid he cfteemed them more than 
* all the Jewels he had loft in the Cabiner. 

And to ſhew how bold a man Dr. Walker is, and how 
unfit to be truſted, when he reports Evidences from the 
mouths of other men, I have now in my hands that very 
Relation which Major Huntington made to Sir William Dug« 
dale in Fune 1679, And what concerns the preſent Cale 
1s in theſe words, 
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And a to the Eikon Bafilike he ſayth, that after the King 
was byought to Hampton-Court, bis Majefly there acquainting 
him with the loſs of that Book at Navesby Fight, and defiring 
him to uſe bis intereſt 20 regain it, he did himſelf apply to Ge- 
neral Fairfax, ' and by his means obtained it, it being bound wp 
in 4 white vellam cover, and ( as he well remembers ) all the 
Chapt-rs in it were written by the band of Sir Edward Walker, 
bat much correFed with interlineations with the Kings own hand, 
the Prayers being all written with the Kings own hand, which, 
be ſays, be knew ſo to be. 

And now does not any man ſee what agreement there 
1s between this 'and the Tunbridge-Relation 2 why Dr. Wal- 
hrs Major Huntington is quite another thing, He never heard 
the King complain of the loſs of the Book, never apply'd 
to the General to regain it, never ſaw any one paſſage in 
it, He was ſo modeft as only to conjefture, or beleive, but 
knew nothing at all of the matter, nor never ſaid, or de- 
clared otherwiſe : And it was abſolutely neceflary for Dr. 
Walker that it ſhould be ſo; for otherwiſe this fancy of 
Dr. Ganden's writing the Book, muſt have ſunk to the 
Ground, But Dr. Walker is dead, and I ſpare his Memory 
and ſhould be conrent to have his faults buryed witch him. 

2, The next Evidence is thar of Mr. Herbert, afrerwards 
Sir Thomas Herbert ; who not only ſaw it, as Sir William Dug- 
dale ſays, bur moreover had the original Manuſcript given him 
by the King. and which was wrote by the King's own hand. 
This hath never yet appeared publickly to the World, and 
therefore I ſhall ſer it down art large, as it was tranſmitred to 
me by the Reverend Mr. Cudworth ReRor of Barmbroughin 
Tarkſhire, and atteſted by ſeveral worthy and learned Perſons, 
in theſe Words : 

In a Manuſcript Book in Folio of Sir Thomas Herbert's well 
bound, fairly written, and conſiſting of 83 Pages, and by him 
called Carolina Threnodia, having the PiAure of King Charles I, 
in the Frone, and beginning thus : 


SIR, 
© By yours of the 224. of Auguſt laſt 1 find you have received 
6 my " {aq Letters of the 1ſt. and 13th. of May, 1678. And 
# ſeeing ir is your farther defire { ſhould recolle& whar 1 can 
* well remember upon that ſad Subjett more ar large, I am wil- 
* ling to ſatisfie you therein (o far forth as my Memory will aſ- 
f fiſt. Some ſhort Notes ofOccurrences I then took,which in this 
' Jong Imteryal of time and ſeyeral Remoyes of my Family _ 
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© .ither loſt, or ſo miſlaid at preſent 1 cannot find, which ren- 
* ders this Narrative not ſo methodical nor ſo large as other- 
« wiſe I ſhould, and probably by you may be expeRed. Nor 
© would I trouble you much with what any other has writ, but 
*;n a ſummary way give you ſome Court Paſlages, which I ob-= 
© ſerved during the wo laſt years of his Majeſty's Life and 
*Reign ; being the time of his Solitudes and Sufferings.— In 
© p22. 21, Neverthelz(s, both times he carefully obſerved his 
© uſual rimes ſer apart for private Devotion, and for writing. 
© Mr. Harrington and Mr. Herbert continued waiting on his Ma- 
© zeſty as Grooms in the Bedchamber, he alſo gave Mr. Herbert 
© the Charge of his Pooks, of which the King bad a Caralogue, 
© 2nd from time to time had brought unro him ſuch as from 
© time tocime he was pleaſed ro call for : The ſacred Scriprure 
© was theBook he moſt delighted in,read often inBiſhopAnarew's 
* Sermons, Hoober's Eccletraſtical Policy, Dr. Hammond*s Works, 
© Villalpanduy upon Ezekiel, &c. Sandy's Paraphraſe upon King 
© David's Pſalms, Herbert's divine Poems ; and alſo recreated 
© himſelf in reading Godfrey of Bulloigne writ in Italian by 
© Torquato Taſſo, and done into Engliſh Heroick Verſe by Mr. 
© Fairfax. A Poem his Majeſty much commended, as he did 
© Ariofto, by Sir Fobn Harrington a facetious Poet, much eſteem'd 
© of by Prince Few'y his Maſter, Spencer's Fairy Queen and the 
© like, for alleviating his Spirits after ſerious Studies. And at 
© this time it was, ( as is preſumed ) he compoſed his Book cal- 
©led Suſpiria Regalta publiſh'd ſoon after his Death,ard intiried 
© The King's Portraifture in his Solitudes and Sufferings. Which 
© Manuſcript Mr. Herbert found among thoſe Books his Majeſty 
© was graciouſly pleaſed to give him, (thoſe excepted which 
© he bequeathed to his Children hereafter mentioned)in regard 
© Mr. Herbert, tho he did nor ſee the King write that Book, 
© his Majefty being always private when he writ, and theſe his 
*Servants never coming into the Bedchamber when the King 
© was private until he call'd ; yet comparing it with his Hand- 
© writing in other things, he found it ſo very like, as induces his 
© belief that it was his own; having ſeen much of the King's 
© Writings before. And to inſtance parriculars,in that his Maje- 
© ſty's Tranſlation of Dr. Sanderſon the late Biſhop of Lincoln's 
© Book de juramentis or a like Title, concerning Oaths, all of it 
© rranſlared into Engliſh, and writ with his own hand, and 
« which in his Bedchamber he was pleaſed to ſhew his Servants, 
* Mr. Harrington and Mr. Herbert, and comumanding them ro 
* examine it with rhe Original, they found ir accurately tranſla- 


bted, 
This 
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This 15 a true Copy taken out of the original Manuſcript; 


and compared by Us, 


Thmas Vincent Eſq. Tho, Maulyverer, Reftor of 
Thomas Fountaine E(q. Spersbrough. 
Ra. Eaton, Re&or of Tho. Burton, Clerk, 
Darfield. Fo. Newſome, Refor of 
7. Cudworth, ReQor of Warmſworth, 
Barmbrough. 


This Manuſcript is now in the Hands of the Lady Herbert 
the Relic of Sir Tho, Herbert but now marryed to Henry Ed- 
monds Eſq ; living in the Town of Worsbrough in Torkſhire. - 

And I can now give a farther account-of this Manuſcript of 
Sir Tho, Herbert, It was written art the defire of Sir Wilham 
Dugdale, and ſent to him in form of a Letter, a tranſcript of 
which I have now by me, and have carefully compar'd the 
foregoing Cirations, and will my ſelf be reſponſible for the 
truth of them, 


3- The next Evidence is Mr. Levet, who beſides Sir W4il- 
liam Dugdale's Teſtimony hath himſelf lately given an account 
of his Knowledge of this matter, in a Letter to Seymour Bour= 
man Eſq; in Lincolns-Inn Fields. In theſe words: 


Dear Brother, 

© Yours of the 21. of this inſtant April I received, and one 

© Letter before thar to the ſame cffeft, wiz. To give a true ac- 
«* count of my Knowledge of that unparallel'd Book, which his 
© facred Majeſty of blefled Memory King Charles I. ( murder'd 
« by his own rebellious Subjetts before his own Palace at 
© Whitehall, with all'the violent and malicious. Circumſtances 
© that wicked men could invent ) which Book of my certain 
* Knowledge I can depoſe was truly his own,having obſerved 
© his Majeſty ofrenrimes writing his Royal Reſentments of the 
© bold and inſolent Behaviour of his Soldiers, ( his rebellious 
© Subies ) when they had him in their Cuſtody. I waited on 
$ his Majcſty as Page of the Bedchamber in ordinary, during 
« all the time of his Solitudes ( except when I was forced from 
< him )and eſpecially being nominated by his Majeſty to be 
* one of his Servants,among others that ſhould atrend him, du- 
© ring the Treaty at Newport in the Iſle of Wight, had the Hap- 
© pineſs to read the ſame ofrentimes in Manuſcript, under his 
© Majeſty's own hand,being pleaſed to leave it in theWindow 
f m his own Bedchamber, where I was always oblig'd to _— 
us 
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* his Majeſty's ning ther. But the Treaty being ended in 
* few days after, the Soldiers with one to conduſt them, by 
* name Mr. Anthony Mildmay, then Cup-bearer, came to the 
FBedchamber about Two of cheClock in the night,and knock'd 
tat the door, and one Mr, Herbert, Mr. Kirk, and my ſelf, ha- 
© ving ſome hint of their Intentions,were watching in an inner 
froom,8& hearing ſome noiſe went into his Majeſty's Bedcham- 
f ber, and asked who they were that durſt diſturb his Majeſty 
f ar that unſcaſonable time of the night 3 who anſwered, they 
*were ſent to tell rhe King he muſt riſe, and go with them. 
* We acquainting his Majeſty with their defign, he was pleaſed 
*ro command us to tell them, he would go with them, bur it 
* was not his uſual hour to riſe ſo ſoon 3 we again acquainted 
* the Soldiers with his Majeſty's Anſwer : They inſtead of com - 
* plying with his Majeſty bid us tell him, if he did nor riſe pre- 
* ſently, they muſt force him to it: His Majeſty only ſaid, if 
* I muſt give me my Clothes, and ſo he immediately aroſe. 
*( Here ye may obſerve a mirrour of Patience in a diſtrefled 
*Prince ; )during the time of his ——_ making himſelf rea- 
© dy, he concern'd himſelf only how to ſecure this Book of his, 
*and a ſmall Cabinet, wherein he ſecured his Letters to his 
*Queen, who was then beyond the Seaz and his Majeſty having 
©procured a Paſs for me from the Governour, that I ſhould 
5 wait on himthere, he gave me in charge this ſaid Book and 
«ſmall Cabinet, which I faithfully preſented to his Majeſty's 
* own hands that night in Hurſt Caf#le. But the Governour, by 
© what Information 15 too tedious to inſert here, at rhis time, 
©cand — I omit it, did on Saturday baniſh me out of the 
© Cattle, 

I ſhould have ſent you a Relation which I had of Royffon 

© che King's Printer, for the Printing the ſaid Book, by his Ma- 
6 jeſt y's ſpecial Command,brought ro him by a Divine, but nor 
fo be*Printed till after theKing's Dearh,which 
he obſerved accordingly ; for which Cromwel , '7, "29, | 
* ſent for him to Whitehall, not only promiſing Publiſhed; 
*Rewards, but alſo threatning Puniſhments, 
*if he would not deny, that he Printed it by his Majeſty's Or- 
* der, which he refuſing to do, did impriſon him for abour 
* a Fortnight,but ſeeing he could not work upon him,releaſed 
© him, which is all at preſent from 


From Savernack Parke, Towr AﬀeFiomate Brother 
neay Marleborough, to ſerve you, 
APTr. 29. 169T, William Lever. 
To 
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To this Dr. Walker anſwers, ( Dag. 34+ ) There is no fuch 
Chapter or Title in all "Eixoy Baoruxi, meaning, as the Royal 
Reſentment of the b»ld and inſolent Rehaviour of his Soldters 
( his rebelhous SubjeRs. ) Very right, Sir, but there is the 
thing ; and Mr. Levet did not ſay that was the Title to any 
Chapter in tharBook,or aTitle to what he ſaw the King write, 
bur the Subje& Matter of it; and that it is of more Chapters 
than one. In the mean time it is very pleaſant, when a Man 
teſtifies, that he will depoſe, the Book was theKing's own,for 
tharhe had obſerved the King writing his Royal Reſentments, 
Cc. to anſwer there is no ſuch Chapter or Title. But I pray, 
Sir, are there in thar Book no Royal Reſentments of the inſolent 
Behaviour of the Rebellious Soldiers? If there be none in- 
deed, then Mr. Levez could not conclude they were part of 
the Book, tho he ſaw the King writ them ; but if there be, 
"is extreamely ridiculous to ſay, there is no ſuch Chapter, or 
no ſuch Title ; the Force of this Teſtimony therefore, is not 
about the Title, but the thing, and that Mr. Lever could de 
poſe that the Booh was the King's, and that he read the ſame 
in Manuſcript under the King's own Hand, And what does 
Dr. Walker ſay to this 2 why truly he ſays, I muſt beg his pardon 
to believe he is miftaken. And ſo it ſeems Mr. Levet's depoſing, 
and ſeeing the King write ſome of it, and reading it under 
the King's own Hand is all confuted, and ir neither is, nor can 
be ſo, becauſe Dr. Walker begs bis pardon. This is an excellent 
way of defeating the Force of an Evidence, and taking off the 
Edge of the Teſtimony of an Eye-witneſs ; and if this will do, 
Dr. Walker muſt needs gain the Cauſe ; for there is no doubt 
but he will beg the pardon of all the King's Witneſſes, if 
he can ſo eafily quit his Hands of them, In the mean time, 
that Mr, Lever was not miſtaken, but delivered his Knowledg 
of rhis Matrer, we have confirmed by another Teſtimony of 
his, and of another Dare, in the poſſeſſion of his Son, Fellow 
Dr. Hollinew, %f Exeter College in Oxon. in theſe Words : If 
Che or any one has a defire to know the true Author of 4 
K. Charles, Book intitled "Eixwv Baonunn, I, one of the 
Pag. 9. Servants of King Charles the Firft in his Bed- 
chamber, do declare, when his ſaid Majeſty was 

Priſoner in the Tſle of Wight, that I read over the above-mentt- 
oned Book ( which was long before the ſaid Book was Printed _) 
in his Bed-chamber, writ with his Majeſty's own Hand, with 
ſeveral Interlininges, Morevver his Majefly King Charles I. 
zol4 me, Sure, Levet, you do deſign to get this Book by heart : 
baying often ſren me reading of it. IT can teftiſie alſo, of 
Royſton 
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inter tak "me that he war impriſoned by Oliver 
"thi ProteHor,”: becauſe he would not declare, that 
by T: wor ndtwebe- Author of the ſaid Both, Signed 
OFober 16, 1690. TIS 
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on we b: | . «Will. Leyet, 

4; 54 C32 -\ p. »o : np 

wh, ;the-oex Evid-yeeis that@f Mr. Royflon, which contains 

{ery marerial Circumſtances viz: That the O we, the 

Cong ent a. Meſſage to bim- toiprepare all things ready for 

by: Priming” ſane Papers," purpoſed wfter 10 
—_— 21m; and which w very Copy brought the*Twenty 
third of December" next 7 194 very near to a di- 
re Evidence and the King's ſending to himto prepare him- 


ſelf 8 this Book being ſentto him accordingly, is 4 plain proof 
that cheſe were the Papers the King deſigned to ſend him; 
and*rthe King had incenrions of Printing them in OF9ber,wbich 
it ſcems, according to Dr-Watker and Mrs.'G auden was before 
he had ſeen chem, or*heard any thing of them. I ſhall nor 
need'to add any more to this, but that this Teſtimony of Mr. 
Royfton'is corroborated by two others, as Mr; Thomas Milbourn; 
Zewin-ſtreet; who told Dr. Hol- 


lingworth before ſufficient Witneſſes : That ny. _ + - 


in the Tear 48 be was an Apprentice to Mr. Charles I. pag. 12s 
John Griſman a Printexgwhen My. Stmonds, 13, 14. 

by Mr. Royſton, ſent the King's Book to be 

Printed, and that his Maſter did Print it. That My. Simonds 
—__ the Name of '\ ſending it #0 the Preſs, that it came 
to them as from the King, and they imderflood it no otherwiſe 
that they had Printed ſeveral ather things with C. R. to them, 


_ and that it looked to them like the ſame Hand, and the ſame 


ſort of Paper with others thu were ſo marked, and looked upon 
as the _ Papers; for the "King thept the Original by him, 
and My. Odert the Secretary tranſcrib'd them. To' the ſame 
purpoſe Mr. Clifford, Reader of Prayerwar Serjeants Inn in 
Fhet-ſtreet, who affifted Mr. Milhboun in the Printing it: and 
who further adds, That the King imtituled his Bock the Royal 
Plea, but Door Jererhiah Taylor coming accidentally to My. 
Royſton's Shop, he having an aſſured Confidence in him, ſhewed 
him the firft Proof from the Preſs, which when the Do&or 
viewed wader that Title, he told him the Title would betray the 
Book——— That Dr. Taylor wrote to the King, to let him know 
it would be in Danger of ſuppreſſing by two Informers, Chel- 
ſenham and Jones, who would underfland the Book by the Title. 
And therefore he thought *Etycoy. Bag1aiuh would be a better 

þ Title 
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Title, and leſs tahen notice of by the Informer s, being G 
agreeing with the Title. of his Father's faok + | 
Awvggr and to which the King conſented;————&nd adds f 
That he never heard, ny, that he is ſure, that Dr. Gaiided newr 
was concerned in that Book, by which Milbourn' and-bimſet 
Printed it, and that they had no part of the Copy from Dr. Walker, 
ſor it was that tranſcribed by My;Odert they Printed it byg "+ 

To theſe Teſtimonies (cited by | Sit\Willtam  arid- 
in this manner ſtrengchened-and confirmed, we may'add,: - 

7, The Teſtimony of Doftor Gauden bimlf, when Biſhor 
of Exeter, and atteſted by 'Mr. Long, of- thu. 
Sg ray bad wag) —'Y had heard 

r. Walker's AC-, "him often affirm, was fully convinced, 
count examined, _ pp, the "Erxcoy Baonuxi wa intirely that 
Pye 4 ©. King's Work. This, T confeſs, is not a direct 
Proof to the Matter, but ir is full againſt Dr. Gauden ; for if 
he was fully convinced, that it was intirely the King's Work; 
he could himſelf never pretend to have any hand in"the 
Compoſure of it. $50 vt 

2, The Teſtimony of two Authors of two Books; and 
both of them printed 1649, whoſe Names I know nor, tho - 
poſſibly by the Titles of their reſpe&ive Books they may be 
known to ſome other perſons. | 

The firſt iscertainly a perſon of Worth and Learning, and 
rhe Title his Book bears, 1s *Eixw's 95 a5} wricren in anfwer 
to 2 ſcurrilous Pamphlet againſt che King's Book, tmtituled 
"Erxay 'AxiSivn in which the Author { peg. 4.) hath theſe 
Words: The Author might have informed himſelf of divers, 
who have ſeen the Origenal Copy, manuſcribed by the King 
himſelf, he might have ſeen it himſelf for asking. And 
afterwards, Itake it to be the King's Book, I am ſure of it, 1 
knew hu Hand, I have ſeen the Manuſcyipr, T have heard him 
own it, Theſe are plain and expres, and if the Author was 
known, I doubt not bur his perſon would give Value to his 
Teftimony, for his Writings plainly ſhew him a great Man, 
and of excellent Qualifications, __ 

Theother is the Author of a Book called the Princely Pelli- 
can, written on purpoſe ( as the Ticle Page aſlerts) to ſatisfle 
the Kingdom, that the King was the Author of this ' Book. 
And the Account the Author gives of himſelf is this Pe. 1.) 
that he had been 4 conſtant Servant to the King, and that he 
had remtined conſtantly in his attendance upm his Majefty to 
the laſt Man, that the King was oft-times pleaſed ts communi-« 
cate his private Councils and Addreſſes to ham, _ 

vying 
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Gen en this Account of himſelf, he proceeds to gi 
fo he and ia the firſt place rells us the ver 
inojing of ipg's Reſolutions to undertake it. ( Pag. 4. 
Te Was Fm few days ſen be had retired from 
his Parlias 10 communicate his ghts in his Garden at 
Theobalds to of. bis. Gentlemen who were neareft to him, 
and of whoſe Intimacy , and Abilities he flood moſt confident, 
how -be bad ſet his hand to Paper to windicate his Innocen- 
cy, in the firſt place, by ſhewing the Reaſons he bad of rece- 
ding from the Parkament, And that not ſo-much as one Line 
had fallen from his Pen, which with Honor he might not con- 
| i The Author goes on, His next Eſſay, as he told us, 
he. intended ſhould take its Diſcourſe from the -faitkfulleſt Ser» 
vant 5. and incomparable States-man that any Prince could rely 
on, meaning the Earl of Straffrd, and then gives us the 
King's pareicular Diſcourſe, condemning himſelf for ſuffering 
his Hand to thwart the Reſolution of his Heart, &c. And par- 
riculazly +recires at large the Diſcourſes of his Attendants 
on... that Subje& with his Majeſty. He tells us further, 
( Page 19. ) thar the King- told them, That as his Morning 
Devotzons took up the firfſl, ſo he ever reſerved the next for 
theſe Meditations he had new in hand, The Author yer fur- 
ther tells us, (7% 21, ) That at Naſeby, thoſe Divine Medi- 
tations were ſeized by the Enemy, with other Papers of Con- 
cern, being tncl:ſed in a Cabinet reſerved for that purpoſe; 
and that by the Bemtgnity of the Conqueror, or Diuine Provi- 
dence rather, it was recovered above all expeFance, and re- 
turned to his Maiefly s Hand, and which infinztely cheered him. 
And further ( Pag. 22. ) That a Perſon of high Command in 
that Army gave this Cenſure of it, ſaying, It was an hand- 
ſome Piece of Hipocriſie. There are ſeveral other obſervable 
Pailagesin this Auchor too long to tranſcribe. And FI hearti:y 
wiſh, we could recover the Author's Name. In the mean time, 
+ the Teſtimony which he gives does fo agree with the thing 
ir ſelf, and ſo concur in ſome Particulars, with the other E- 
vidence before-mentioned, particularly the ſeizing the King's 
Book ( ſo much of it as was then done ) at Naſeby-Fight, 
and the Recovery of it again, and che grear Joy the King had 
on the receiving it ; thar they plainly corroborate each other, 
and there can be no poſſible reaſon to doubt the Truth and 
Sincerity of ſuch Evidence, which at divers times, and upon 
ſeveral Occaſions, give the ſame Teſtimony, and in the ſame 
Circynltances, 
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Thefe are ſome of the Evidences which prove King Charles 
the Firft to be the fole Aurhorbf this Bookgand which,1 con- 
ccive, are ſo plain, full and clear, thar it igtnpoſfibleto avoid 
the Force of them, or without great obſtinacy, nor ro bectn. 
vinced by them. For, I think, there is very little-need to be- 
ſtow much pains in comparing the Evidence on both *fides, 
and to ſhew which preponderates, and ought ro determine us 
in a matcer of chis Nature. On the ofie fide we have but one 
ſingle Evidence ( if we have that ) to the dire& Matter, and 
that is the Perſon himſelf about whom is rhe Controyerfie, 
and him alſo under the preſumption of Advantage and Inte- 
reſt, And on the other we have ſeveral credible and unex- 
ceptionable and difintereſted Wirnefles, who neither had,nor 
could have any perſonal Adyantage from the Evidetice they 
give. On the one fide we have two Wirnefles giving their Te- 
itimony by Hearſay and Reporrt, thar rchey heard the prerend- 
ed Author ſay ſa,0yc, on the other we have far more for weight 
and number, declaring their proper knowledge of rhe Matter 
of Fatt. On the one fide neither of the rwo Witneſſes come 
home to the direſt Martrer,or poſitively afſerr they ſaw Dr. Gau- 
den write it,or dictate it,or ſaw it in his own Hand-writing, or 
any thing like it. But on the other, the dirett contrary, ſome 
atteſting they ſaw the King writing ſome parr of it; others ſaw 
it in his own Hand-writing, and which they knew; and one, 
char he had the original Manuſcript it (elf in pofleſſhon,and gi- 
ven him by the King. On the one fide we have one of the two 
Witnefles contradifling himſelf, and both contradifting each 
other in very important parts of their Evidence. On the other 
all agrecing, not only in the main FaR, bur in ſeveral Circum- 
ſtances, and in all the material Branches of their reſpettive 
Teſtimony. And now, if Evidence muft carry ir ( and I know 
no reaſon to the contrary ) it is plain, that all the Advantage 
15 on the King's fide, and there is no manner of compariſon be- 
rween them. And ſure *cis very eafte to judge on which fide 
che Right lies, when plain, poſitive, dire& and unexcepriona- 
ble proof, 1s oppoſed only by intangled, indireR, contradicti- 
ous Evidence, and full of Inconfiſtency. 

T have now done with the firſt ching propoſed, rhe External 
Evidence, proving the King to be the Author, and proceed to 
the nexr, v77. 

2. The intrinfick Evidencc, which ariſes from the Book it 
ſelf : and if all the Teſtimony for King Charle's being the Au- 
thor was ſer afide, this would be abundantly ſufficient to de- 
termine the Marter, and would far over-balance all may has 
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been ſaid in behalf of Dr. &auden, and ten times as much more. 
The Truth is the Book diſcovers its own Author, -and there is 

a Line nor a Sentence hut plainly owns the King's Hand, 
wi. plainly confutes all che pretences for Dr. Gauden. But 
this is a copious Argument, and to manage it fully, would re- 
oe a larger Book: than thar in Controverfie. And therefore 

ſhall confine my ſelf,and ſpeak briefly to theſe Particulars, 
I, The General Stile, 
2, The Hiſtorical Part of ic. 
- 34 Some particulars of the Subjet Martrer of it. 
\* x, The General Stile: By this I do nor only mean the 
Phraſe aud Expreſh:on,bur, together with that, the manner of 
Management; and to this I add, the great Weight of rhe 
Matrer : a! theſe are very great” and Majeſtick, not only like 
a King, but like char very King to whom they are aſcubed ; 
and let any Man compare this Book with other the Works of 


this glorious Martyr, and hecannor bur ſee the ſame generous 


and free Expreſſion, the ſame Clearneſs of Reaſon, the ſame 
Greatneſs-of Mind ; in ſhorr, the fame Majeſty throughout. 
But for the Works of Dr. Gauden, there is nothing in the 
World more unlike ; a luſcious Stile, ſtuffed with gaudy Me- 
taphors, and fancy, far more Expreſſion than Marter, a ſort of 
noiſy and Romantic Eloquence. Theſe are the Ornaments of 
Dr. Gauden's Writings 3 and differ as much from the Gravity 
and Majeſty of the King's Book, as Tawdrineſs does from a 
Genreel and Accompliſh'd Dreſs. The Truth is, of all the Au- 
thors of that Age, there ſcarcely any whoſe Writings more 
light & thin,than choſe of Dr.Gauden; & let any Man compare 
the beſt of Dr. Gauden's Writings with this Book, and do ir 
with Judgment and Diſcretion, and 1 dare ſay, he will be per- 
fetly cured, and he can no more believe, that Dr. Gauden was 
the Author of it, than he can believe, that the King's Pigture 
a: Whitehall, and thac upon a Sign-Poſt, were both "drawn by 
the ſame Hand. I know Dr. Walker talks fine things of a Man's 
changing his Stile, and differing from himſelf. ( P. 25. ) Bur when 
all che Peices put out in a Man's own Name | be looſe, 
forc'd, ſtiff, and elaborare, and one fingle one put out in the 
Name of another, incomparably great and excellent. This is 


 ſacha Change, as I believe, no Man is capable of, and no Man 


can give account for. The Force of this therefore does nor lic 
only in the difference of Stile and Expreſſion, bur in chat rotal 
Diſparity that is berween them in every thing 3 for tho a Man 
may vary his Stile,( which yet Dr. Gauden, by the ſeveral Sub- 
jets he hath writ-op, hath giyen no reaſon to think _— he 
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had a Talent that way ) yet he cangor be Maſter of better and 
ſince, Dogg, when he 229 or if be conld, to be ſure, 
we ſhould ſee ſomething of them, or at leaſt, ſomething like 
them inthe Works which wear his Name,and by which hede- 
fign'd to communicate himſelf to.the preſent Age and his 

to Poſterity...Let a Man therefore who hath any Under- 
ſanding in theſe chings, compare this admirable Book. with 
the genuine Works of Dr. Gauden,his Sermons,his Speech in the 
Zords Houſe againſt rhe Quakers, and his orher TraQts, and then 
tet him believe they have all the ſame Author if he can... This 
is ſo clearand convincing, thar nochiug ought, nothing can de- 
feat it, but the moſt plain and inyincible Proofs. He char ſays, 
that Dr, Gazden is che Author of the King's Book, lies anly un- 
der this one Diſadvantage, that he ſays what is incredible in che 
natute of things,and according to the commonRules of judging. 
And iTeverhe expects ro convince reaſonable Men, he muit 
praduce ſuch Kvidence, ſo clear, full, and without Exception, 
and of fuch undonbted Veracity, and Authority,.as Men may 
reſigne up their Judgments and reaſons to the Teftimony. In 
ſhort, there was in that Age and in the Reign of thac. Pious 
* Prince many Great and Learned Men in all Faculties, ( and 
without any diſparagemeat to him, or to his Memory ) in all 
reſpetts far ſuperior ro Dr. Gauden. And yer I believe, any 
Man who will carefully, and with attention peruſe this Book, 
and impartially. judge when he hath done, he will conclude, 
that no Subje the King had was able to write this Book, and 
none leſs qualified for it than Dr, Gauden. 

2. The Hiltorical Part of - it. 

And here Tſhall nor necd to obſerve,that this excellent Book 
contains the moſt remarkable Paſſages of Stare from 41 to the 
middle of, 48, and that nor only, the ourward Shell, or the 
meer Fad, bur the ſecrer Springs by which they were moved ; 
here we have the Riſe and Growth of the ſeveral FaQions, the 
—_ that they made, the Intrigues they managed, with moſt 
wiſe and judicious Remarks upon them, which plainly denote 
the Auchor to be an excellent Stateſman, of a clear and pene- 
trating Judgment, and well yers'd in the Aﬀairs he wrote on; 
eſpecially if we add thoſe Matcers perſonally relating to the 
King ;z which (conſidering his yarious Fortunes and Removes, 
and particularly after Nawvesby-Fight, and his Removal to the 
Scots, and from thence to Holmeby )I queſtion whether any 
one ſingle Man in England could have given, nor only ſuch an 
Account,but any clear Account at all. The Myſtery of his ge 
ing t the Scgts 15 plainly laid open ta that Chapter of bis owns 
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Oxford,and going tothe Scots, wherein are his Majefty's Reaſons 

ſo deing- Aud in the 'nexr Chapter are as phinly infiftua- 
red the propoſals rhat were made to him of Sacrilege, and the 
Atrempts macle-upon him to gain bis Conſent againſt bir Conſei- 
enoe, 8c; The "Truth = = the Fara wed are _ into 
Form of Deyotion, t rably expreſs the Pi- 
ty and Goodneſs of the pokes Fo bur they are withal Hifto- 
rical, "and give rhe beſt Account of the Myſtery of Iniquiry 
thar then reigned, together witha more —— con 
cerning the feveral Particulars, than is yet extant in any other - 
Book. All which do very well agree with the CharaQter of- 
King Chartes the Firſt, But how to' reconcile them to Dr. Gau-- 
den's Charadter, is ( I think Yan inſuperable Difficulty. For as 
to his Faculty at Hiſtory,and how judicious #Compiter he was, 
we have ( as far as I know ) but one ſingle Inſtance, and that is 
the Life of Mr. Hooker wrote by him, and prefix'd to one E- 
dition of the EccleſtaſticaÞ Policy, and which ( to ſ#y no more ) 
is certainly the'moſt injudicious Hiftory of a Man's Life thar 
ever was written. There are ſo many palpable Miftakes and 
Falſhoods ſo very little to any purpoſe of Hiſtory, ſo lean, je- 
june and empty Accounts of che aq Life he muah anr' 
than it plainly betraysa Defett in every neceſfary Qualificati- 
on of ddr Lo it is written rene Dili- 
gence, or Judgmenee But T had rather leave this rothe Readers 
own Eyes,then extend it further ; and if he pleaſe to compare 
this Book and that Life together, let him judge for himſelf,and 
if, after that, he can poſſibly believe” they have both one and 
the fame Author, he'is abandoned ro rhe ntrgoſt degree of 
_ and Credulity, and may believe any thing in the 
World. 

3. Some Particulars of rhe Subjett Matrer. ' And theſe I 
ſhall mention are ſuch things as could only be known to the 
mm himſelf, and conſequently could haye no Author but 

". 


As r. His fecret Intentions. 

2. The Matters of his own Conſcience. 

1. His ſecret Intentions. Theſe are ce all over the 
Book, I ſhall only fele& two or three ges, which contain 
not only his ſecret Inrentions,bur his Appeals to Heaven for 
the Truth of them. In the Chapter on the Inſolency of the 
Tumults, God who is my ſole Fudge, is my Witnefi in Hea- 
ven, that I never had any x 18 of going from my Houſe at 
White-Hall, if I cou'd have had but any reaſonable fair Quarter, 
And in that Chapter Upon his Retirement from Weſtminſter, 
I may 
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in. . thou haſt ſet me, \and whereto the - Aﬀairs of my 

preſent did call me: And upon the Lifting and 
of Armies, God knows, [I had not- ſo much- as'any hopes 
Army in my thoughts. And _wpon the Troubi/es and Re- 
in Iceland, If I bave :defired or delighted in the woful 
1ys of . my ' Kingdom's Calamities, if 1 have + not © earneſtly 
fndied, and faithfiuly endeavoured the preventing and compoſing 
of theſe Bloody Diſh ations, then let thy Hand be againſt me, and 
any Father's Houſe. And many others of- the like nature, 
and which, I chink, I ſhall'not need to make any Remarks 
upon, only defire'rhe Reader to-tell me, whether he thinks 
theſe are the Expreſſions of King Charles, or of Dr. Gauden, 
or whether he, can beleive: that Dr. Gaxden durſt make ſuch 
Appeals and Imprecations upon Fiftions and Forgeries > If he 
does believe thar Dr. Ganden dur -do this, 1-am certain he 
can beleive nothing that Dr, Gauden afſerts, nor-can he be= 
lieye Dr. Gauden "if he ſhould appeal to Heaven, and impre-. 
cate the; Divine Vengeance concerning cke Trurh of his being 
the Author of this Book. - For he that can appeal and impre- 
care upon one 7, 'may do ſo upon a hundred, 

2- The next thing I have to obſerve, is a Matter relating 
to the King's Conſcience, and of a high Nature, *Tis in the 
Caſe of the Earl of Strafford, where Ring plainly charges 
himſelf as guilry of his Blood, ;by giving his Conſent to that 
Bill which. wok. away his Life, In that Chapter upon the 
Earl of Strafford's Death, the King faith, He preferred the 
outward Peace of his Kingdoms, before that inward ' exatIneſs of 
Conſcience before God, And adds, I am ſo far from excuſing or 
denying that Compliance on my part ( for plenary.,.Conſent it was 
not _) to his DeftruBlion, whom, in my Judgment, t thonght not, 
by any clear Law, Guilty of Death; that I never bore any Touch 

Conſcience with greater Regret, &c. Again, It is a fad Ex- 
change to wound 4 Man's own Conſcience, thereby to ſalve State- 
Sores, And ſpeaks of his own Guilt in this manner, Being 
in my Soul ſo fully conſcious; theſe Fudgments God hath pleaſed 
to ſend upom me are ſe much the more welcome, as a means 
( T hope _) which bis Mercy bath ſan#ified ſo to me, as to male 
me repent of that unjuft A#, ( for ſo it was to me. ) And 
the King adds, that nothing more forages bis Reſoluti'ns a» 
garnſt all thoſe Opportunities to gain his conſent to Atts wherein 
his Conſcience was unſatisfied, than the ſharp Touches be had fa 
what 
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what paſſed him in my Lord Strafford”s Buſineſs. Further yet 
the King laith, That he was better aſſured of his Guiltleſineſs then 
any Man living could be. Again, this Tenderneſs and regret I find 
in my Soul for having had any Hard ( and that unwillingly 6d 
knows ) in ſhedding cre Man's Bloed unjuftly. And 1n the Prayer 
are theſe Exprefhons : But thu, O God of irfmit Mercies, forgine 
me that AQ of ſinful Compharce. which hath greater Aggrava» 
tions upon me than any Man ea-me— Deliver me (0m Bloods 

wiltyneſs, O Gre ——— Aganrft ite. bave T finer mfr thn 
aweft the CentraaitHon kermeen my Heart ana 3. Ht. nnno—_ 
while I was perſwaded by ſhedding one Man's Blood to prevent 
After-tronble, thou haſt- for that, amcng other ſins, brought 
wpon me, and upon ' my Kingdoms, great, long, and heavy 
Troubles. And now IT would ask any Man living, whether he 
thinks theſe are the Exprefſicns ot Dfg.Ganuden? whether Do- 
Qtor Gauden did, or poſſibly could know the inward State of the 
King's Conſcience? or if he did.whether he would in this man- 
ner, publickly, and in Print, have charged the K ing In down- 
right Terms with ating againft his Conſcience, and in the Caſe 
of Blood ? or finalis, whether any > an}hefidesthe King him- 
ſelf, would, or indeed could have aggravated his Guilt in ſuch 
a manner, That he was better aſſured of my Lord of Strat- 
ford's Guiltleſineſs than ary Man living could be. That h1s 
froful Compliance had greater Aggravations upon kim then 
any Man. That the Calan.ities upon him «nd upon his Kirg- 
dems were upon the ſcore of that amorg «ther fins? Theſe 
are evidently the breathings of a ſincere, and generous Repen- 
tance, and plainly ſhew that the King was not aſhamed to give 
Glory to God, by a frank and ©61cn Confeſhon of his Faults, 
with all their aggravating Circumflances. But my Bufrrels is 
not ro vindicate the King's V:rtuc and Tiety, which does noe 
need ir, but ro ſhew that he was the Author of this Book. 
And which theſe Expreſhons dc very convincingly, and be= 
yond contradidtion, and that rc other Man could be the Au- 
thor. And if after this any Marl can believe,that theſe areFi&ti- 
ons and Chimera's made to the King's Hand, and not. proceed- 
ang from the Hearr of a penitent Priz ce himſelf, under the 
deep and painful ſenſe of Gwilr, it is high time to leave diſput- 
ingand avi any more Reaſons to chem whem no Reaſou 
will convince, nor Truth ſatisfic. 

— Avd thus I have doue, with what 1 have at preſent to ſay, 
in this Controverſie, and hope it may tendto the farisfation 
of unbyaſs'd and unprejudiced Men, I confeſs a great deal 
' Wore might be ſaid, yon_y in the latter part, and w__ > 
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ſpe& to the intrinfick proof. The Book it ſelfaffordls manyArgyu: 
ments, and of equal force with theſe, which convincingly evi» 
dence that the King, and the King only was the Author of it ; 
but £ thought it ſufficient ro point out theſe few, which may 
ferve for a Handle to any judicious Reader to obſerye many 
others of the ſame Weighr and Importance, 

I know but of one ObjeRion + more, and that reſpeQs 2 


Prayer] added ro ſome Editioas of the King's Book, as uſed by 


the King, and faid to be taken out of a Romance, gc, Now, 
altho 1 know no manner.of harm in this, and the Objection is 
plainly peeviſh and querulous 3 for why may not a Man uſe 
good Expreſſions in his Prayers, let them be borrowed from 
- whom they will, as well as a good Sentence out of a Heathen 
Writer, and which was never any Blemiſh, tho on the moſt 
pious Occaſions, yet there is great reaſon to believe, thar the 
King did never make uſe of ir, for that it is not found in the 
Fir, nor in ſeveral other the moſt early Editions of this Book. 
And for the Readers fatisfation in this Poinr, I have here ſub- 
join'd a Catalogue of the ſeveral Editions of ir, both without & 
with the Prayers, Colle&ed with great Care and Induſtry, by 
Mr. Keble at the Turks-Head inFleet-ſftreet &: printed on a (heer 
of large paper,to bind with the King's works; & for preyenting 
any Miſtake, he hath with great ExaQneſs given the Size of 
each Volume, the Time of Printing, the Number of the Pages 
that the Contents conſiſt of, and the Number of the Pages of 
the Book ir (elf, when there wereany ſuch. And in which ir 
js obſervable,that thereare no leſs thenTwenry eighth Edicions 
without the Prayers, and Seventeen of them Printed 1648. 


Bur fince the firſt Edition of this Vindication, T have receiv'd 
full and convincing Information concerning the Myſtery of rhis 
Prayer that it was an Artifice of Bradſhaw, or Milton or Both, 
and by them ſurreptitiouſly thruſt into the King's Works, 
to diſcredit the whole. This Information comes originally 
- fromMr. Hill the Printer, but convey'd by ewa very warthy 
Gentlemen, and againſt whom there can be no poſſible Ex» 
ception ; Dr. Gill and Dr. Bernard, who both were Phiſirians 
to him, and very intimate with him - and becauſe their 
Teſtimony is ſo_yery important che Reader ſhall have ic 
in their own words, from a Letter of Dr. Gill to the 
Honorable Charles Hatton Eſq; at the End of which is ad- 
ded, the teſtimony of Dr. Bernard, and which I haye now 
in my Cultody, And is as follows verbatum ; 
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May ift. 1694» 
SIR, | 

1 mbſt readily comply with your Requeſt in informing you 
from whom 1 heard what I was ſaying ( the laft time I had 
the honour to be in your Company _) That IT was told Pamela's 
Prayer, was transferr'd out of Sir Philip Sidney's Arcadia into 
'Fixoy Baoininn by a contrivance of Bradſhaw*s and Milton's. 
Sir I make no ſecret of it, and T frankly tell you my Author, 
who was Mr. Henry Hill Oliver's Printer, and the occaſion, as 
he many years ago told me, was th, Mr. Dugard, who was 
Milcon's intimate Friend, happen'd to be taken printing an Edi- 
tion of the King's Bock, Milton uſed his intereſt to bring him 
off, which he effeted by the means of Bradſhaw, but upon 
this Condition that Dugard ſhould add Pamela's Prayer to the 
aforeſaid Books he was printing, as an attonement for his fault, 
they deſigning thereby to bring a ſcandall upm the Book , and 
blaft the Reputation of its Author, purſuant to which deſign they 
induftriouſly took care afterwards as ſ1on as publiſhed to have it 
taben notice off. Mr, Hill hath affirm'd this to me ſeveral times 

his own knowledge, and I need not tell you how eaſy it was 
or him to know it, who being a forward, and confiding man was 
in moſt of the intrigues of that time, and intrufled with buſineſs 
of the greateft privacy by the then governing Partys, and no 
man, that I have met with was better vers't in the Secret Mis 
flory of that time than himſelf, as T have found by the often diſe 
courſe I had with him, for being bis Phiſitian far ſeveral years, 
I had many opportunities to talk, with him about thoſe affairs, 
from whom I have received a different account of the trans- 
ations of thoſe times, than what was commonly known or made 
Publick, and many paſſages that I was a flrangey to before, 
Thus Sir I have given you my Authority, for what T ſaid, 
which if you pleaſe, you may- communicate to the Reft of our 
Friends and beleive me alwaies 
Your moſt humble Servant 

Tho. Gill 


T do remember very well that Mr. Henry Hills the Printer 
told me that he had heard Bradſhaw and Milton laugh at their 
inſerting 4 Prayer out of Sir Philip Sidney's Arcadia at the 
end of King Charles's his book and then Milton had jeer'd zt 
in bis anſwer, adding withall that they were men would ſtick 
a nothing that might gain their point and this I teſtifie. 

May 1oth.. 1594, 


Francis Bernard, 
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Aw Account of the ſeversl Impreſſions, or E- 
ditions of King C H ARLEStuhe Martyr's 
moſt Excellent Book, Inrituled E'mxoy Bamuxi, 
that have been Printed both without and with 
the Prayers at the Exd. 


| » - Theſe 2.8 of the firſ® Impreſſions or Eaitions of the 
King's Book, are Printed without the Prayers. 


& Firſt Impreſſion in 129 Printed Anno Dom. 1649. 

laſt Page 187. Contents one Leaf at the end. 

The 29. Imp. in $9. Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 269. Cont, 2 Leaves, 

"The 3d. Imp. in 89. Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 269. Cont. 3 Leaves, 

The 4th. Imp. in 129. Prin. 1648. laſt p. 269. Cont. 3 Leaves. 

"The 5h. imp. in 129. Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 269. Cont. 1 Leaf, 

The 6ch. Imp. in 89. Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 268. Cont. 2 Leaves. 

The 7th. Imp. in 89, Reprinted in R. M. 1648. laft pag, 268. 
Contents rwo Leaves. 

The 8ch. imp. in 8%, Prin. 1648. laſt pag. 270. Cont. 3 Leaves. 

The gth Imp. in 89. Prin. 1648. with only the Lady Elizabeth's 
Relation laſt pag. 302. Contents two Leaves. 

The roth Imp. in 86. Print. 1548. the laſt pag. 242. 

The 11th. Imp, in $9. Prince. 1648. laſt p. 302. Cont. 2 Leaves. 

The 12th. Imp. in $9. Reprinted for Fame Young 1645S. laſt 
pag. 268 Contents two Leaves. 

'The 13th. Imp. in 129 Prin.1648. laſt pag. 164. Cont. 1 Leaf. 

"The 14th. Imp. in 129, Prin. 1648. laſt. p. 187, Cont. 1 Leaf 

The 15th. Imp. in 129. Princ. 1648. laſt p. 225.Conrt, 2 Leaves 

The 16th. Imp. in 249 Print. 1648. aſt p. 342. Cont. 2 Leaves. 

The 19th, Imp. in 2492.Pcinr. 1648, ma. Figures,Cont. 2 Leaves 

"The 18rh. Imp. in 89. Print 1649. laſt p. 204. Cont. 1 Leaf. 

The 19th. Imp. in 89. Print. at Paris Engliſh 1649. laſt pag 
x96. Conrt. 1 Leaf. 

The 2oth. Imp. in 129. Trint. 1649, laft p. 264. with Epitaphs. 

The 21ſt, Imp.1n 129. Prinr. 1649. laſt p. 198. Cont. 1 Leaf. 

The 22d. Imp. in 129, Print. 1649, ( in Latin ) laſt p. 273, 
with Apothegms. 

The 23d, Imp. in 129. Print. at the Hague by Sam. Brun 
1635. {in Lacin) laſt pag. 272. Cont. 2 Leaygs. bY 
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The 24 Tmp. in 122. Print. 1649. at the Hague for Williams 
and Ezlesfield ( Latin )laft p. 292: Cont. two Leaves: 

The 25th. Imp. in 129, Yrint. ( in Latin ) 1649. laſt p. 258. 

The 26th. Imp. in x 29. Print. with the Works 1649.laft p.1$2. 

The 27th. Imp. in 249. printed at the 'Hague by Sam Brown, 
1649. laſt p. 318. Cont. 4 Leaves. 

The 28th. Imp. in $9. Print, for R. Royſton 1681. laſt pag. 256. 
Cont, 1 Leaf, 
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Theſe 27 of the Second Impreſſions or- Editions of the 


King*s Book, Primed with the Prayers. 


7 Firſt Impreffion in OF av, Printed 1648. laſt Page 

270, the I'rayers added in 1649. 

The 2d. Imp. in 249. !rint. 2648. laſt p. 354; 

The 3d. Imp. in249. Print. 1649. laſt p. 436. Cont. 2 Leaves 
with the Addicions of the Prayers. | 

The 4th. Imp. in 89. Print. 1649. laſt p. 258. 

The «rh. Imp. in 89. very large. the beſt Prinred 1649. the 
laſt p.263. Cont. 2 Leaves, | 

The 6th. Imp. in $9. Prin. 1649. laft p. 236. with Apothegms. 

The 7rh, Imp. 1n $9. Printed 1649. laſt p. 247. Prayers added, 

The 8th, Imp, in $9. Print, 2649. laſt p. 269. Cont. 3 Leaves, 

The gth. Impreſſion in 129. Prinr. 1649. with Apothegms, 

The 1oth, Imp. in 129. Print. 16 49- in Dutch. 

The 11th. Imp. in 129, Printed 1649. in French, laſt p. 442, 
Contents one Leaf and half. 

The 12th. Imp. in 129, Print. 1649. in French. laſt p. 269, 
Contr. two Leaves, with ſome of his Works. 

The i 3th. Imp. in 22% Print. 1649. laſt p. 230. Cont. 1 Leaf. 

The 14th. Imp. in 129. Print. 1649. laſt p. 260. Cont. x Leaf; 

The 15th. Imp. in 249. Print, 1649. laſt p. 226. 

The 16th. Imp. in 249. Prinr, 1649. laſt p. 175. 

The 17th, Imp. in 249. Printed in 1549. laſt p. 354. 

The 18th, Imp. in £0, Print. at the Hague by Sam. Browne, 
Reliquie Sacre Caroline the Works of King Charles the 1. 
withour date. Laſt pag. 1 19. 

The 19th. Imp. in 80. Printed at the Hague by Sam. Browne 
i65T. laſt pag. 324. 

[The 2orh, Imp.in 89, of the King's Works in 2 Vol. c_ - 
c 
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in 24% Pra = wok og bg with the King's Works 

Ih ao tmp.fm 24% Reprinted in 1649. Aeg. AM. laſt pag, 
2x31 Contents two.Leaves. 

The 24th, Imp. in 129. of the King's Wotks Prinr. in x6g0., 
a the Hague by Sami. Brojne, with divers of His Majeſtys 

ers, whereof the three laſt uſed by him in the time 

is Reſtraint, were delivered to the Biſhop of London, 

from whom they were taken away by the 

Officers of the Army : And amongſt theſe ſix Prayers that 

rirled to be ſaid in Time of Captivity, and taken out 

df Sit Phillip Sidney's Arcadia is not one of them, however 
it came to: be printed in ſome of them. 

The 2gth. Impreflion in Folio being the whole Works of 
King Charles the I. and by Order of King Charles the IT. 
Printed in 1662; for R. Royfton. 

"The 26th. Imp. in 80. large Printed in 1635s. laſt pag. 272, 
— Royſton. 

The 27th. Imp. in Folio being the whole Works *of King 
Charles the L and by Order of King Fames the 11. Printed 
in 1686. 
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